


cs, 


inger le 
ton, Cling 


+ Dette: 
ler, Hardin 


. * Nhe. 
Tis, Mon. 
T, Ramse,’ 
Severance, 
, Pitherey’ 


Commi. 
lon, (M; 
the Con. 
ations for 
or the fis. 


he Ques. 
Hare, . 


lereafter to 
Of any eg, 

BETVice of 
lall he heiq 
of the If te. 


) WAS ep. 
utes left, 
regret at 
AS to be 
en pres. 
AINSt the 
MON act 


Nntleman 
it of the 
ALE, 
he had a 
anner in 
through, 
flicers of 
War, and 
od con- 


remarks 
>and the 
adopted 
pending 


amend. . 
V0 prop- 
re he in- 


isible. 
circum: 
the first 


ny such 
\odifica- 


Burke 
vote on 
ent any 
e next, 
noes 9] 
\dment, 
pointed 


ndment 
nmittee 
tee rise 


dingly. 
; stated 
amend- 
which 
words, 
priginal 


ent by 
lowing 


? 








— 
ggrH CONGRESS, Ist Session. 


Mr. HARALSON proposed to amend the 
mendment, so as to provide that the following 
lines be stricken from the bill: 

« Por continuing the construction of barracks for the ca- 
dets, 15, 000. r 

he amendment was accepted by Mr. Jonnson. 

The SPEAKER then put the question of sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question; 
put tellers were called for, and Messrs. DeLLet 
and Burke were appointed; and they reported— 
ayes 72, noes 67. 

So there was & second. 

The main question was ordered to be put, and 

the yeas and nays were ordered on the question 
of agreeing to the amendment. 
A division was called for, and the vote was 
frst taken on the proposition of Mr. C. Jounson; 
which was negatived—yeas 73, nays 106; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Black- 
well, Bower, Boyd, Brodhead, Aaron V. Brown, Milton 
Brown William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Catlin "Reuben Chapman, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, 
Diekinson, Duncan. Ficklin, Foster, Giddings, Hale, Ham- 
\in, Hays, Henley, Hoge, Heuston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hun- 

‘ford, James B. Hunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Perley 
B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, MeCauslen, 
MeClernand, McConnell, Muore, Joseph Morris, Owen, 
Payne, Peyton, Purdy, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, 
Reife, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Thomas Hl. Sey- 
mour, Simons, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert 


Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Weller, || 


Wentworth. Joseph A. Wright, and Yost—73. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Edward J. Black, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah 
Brown, Buffington, Burt, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Cling- 
man, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cross, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, 
Dickey, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Ellis, Fish, Foot, 
French, Willis Green, Bryam Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hammett, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, John P Ken 
pedy, Preston King, Daniel P. King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche. Leonard, Maclay, McClelland, McDowell, Mcll 
vaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, 
Murphy, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, 
Emery D. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Rhett, Rock- 
well, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, 
Severance, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stetson. Andrew Stewart, Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, ‘Tib- 
batts, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 


Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, and || 


William Wright— 106. 


The question then being upon the adoption of 
the second branch of the amendment, (Mr. Har- 
ALSON’S proposition, ) 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he hoped the call for | 


the yeas and nays would be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said the demand for the yeas 
and nays would be considered withdrawn if there 
was no objection. 

No objection was heard, and the question was 
put; and upon a division, the votes were counted 
by the Speaker, and stood—ayes 77, noes 42. 

‘ The second branch of the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question upon the engrossment of the bill 
was the question next pending; and upon this 

Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question, 

Mr. RATHBUN inquired if it was now in or- 
der to move an additional clause to the bill? 


The SPEAKER replied that it would not, as 


the previous question had been demanded. 

The question upon the engrossment was then 
put, and carried. 

_ The bill was read the third time, and the ques- 
tion was put upon its passage. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to recommit the bill, 
with instructions that the committee report the 
following amendment: 


ao no cadet shall be appointed after the passage of this 


The SPEAKER decided the motion out of 


er. 
The previous question was seconded; and upon 
€ main question, ‘‘ Shall the bill pass?’’ the 
yeasand nays were ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted—yeas 109, nay 67; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Edward J. Black, James Black, Blackwell, Bow- 
lin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiab Brown, Buffington, Burt, 
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| Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Clinton. Cobh, 
Coles, Col!amer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Drom 
goole, Dunlap, Ellis, Fish, Foot, French, Wallis Green, 
Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hamlin, Haralson, Hardin, 
Harper, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Hubard, Hudson, 
| Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
| Irvin, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Preston King, Daniel P. 
| King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, Lyon, Maclay, 
McClelland, McDowell, Mclivaine, McKay. Marsh, Ed- 
| ward J. Morris, Morse, Moseley, Murphy, Newton, Par- 
| menter, Patterson, Elisha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, 
| Pratt, Preston, Purdy, Ramsey, Rayner, Rhett, Rockwell, || 
|| Rogers, Russell, Sample, Saunders, Schenck, Senter, Sev- || 
|| erance, Simpson, Slidell, Albert Smith. Stephens, Stetson, || 
Stiles, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, || 
| Vinton, Wethered, Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, || 
| and William Wright—1L09. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bidlack. Bower, Boyd. Brod- 
head, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Caldwell, Catlin, Reuben Chapman. Culiom, Dana, 
Jolin W. Davis. Dickinson, Dunean, Ficklin, Foster, Hale, 
| Hays, Henley, Hoge, Houston, Hubbell, Hughes, Hunger 
| ford, James B. Uunt, Jameson, Cave Johnson. Perley B. 
Jobuson, Andrew Jonson, George W. Jones,Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, MeCauslen, MeClernand, 
McConnell, Moore, Josepli Morris, Owen, Payne, Peyton, 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relte, Ritter, Roberts, 
| Robinson, St. John, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, John 
| T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
| Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Tucker, Weller, Wentworth, Joseph 
| A.Wright, and Yost—67. 


So the bill was passed. | 


| 
Mr. FISH moved the reconsideration of the | 
vote by which the bill was passed; which was || 
| rejected without a division. 
| ‘Lhe question being on the title of the bill, 
| Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend it, so 
| as to make it read, ‘a bill to put down the mil- 
itia of the country.” 
Mr. W., however, withdrew the amendment; 
and the title was agreed to. 


ANNEXATION OF TEXAS. 


Mr. WINTHROP rose to offer resolutions on || 
a subject which ought, in his opinion, atan early 
day, to receive the attention of the House and the || 
country. Mr. W. then offered the following res- 
olutions: | 


Resolved, That no proposition for the annexation of Texas | 

to the United.States ought to be made, or assented to, by || 

| this Government. 

Resolved, That this House will resolve itself into the Com- || 

mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, forthe con- || 

sideration of the above resolution, on Wednesday, the 20th 

instant ; and that said resolution be made the special order 
| of the day until disposed of. 


Mr. THOMPSON objected to the reception of 
the resolution. i 
‘|| Mr.WINTHROP moved to suspend the rules, || 
| to enable him to offer the resolution; and called || 

for thé yeas and nayson the motion; which were || 

ordered. 
The question was then taken on suspending | 
the rules, and decided in the negative—yeas 40, | 
| nays 122; as follows: {| 
YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Jeremiah Brown, Buf- || 
\! fington, Carroll, Collamer, Cranston, Richard D. Davis, 
|| Diekey, Foot, Giddings, Grinnell, Harper, Hudson, Wash- 
| ington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. 
| Jonson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, Mclivaine, 
'| Marsh, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Patterson, Elisha R. Pot- 
|| ter, Ramscy, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Sever- 
j| anee, Summers, Tyler, Vinton, White, 
\| Joseph A. Wright—40. 
|| | NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Barringer, 
| Benton, Bidlack, Edward J. Black, James Black, Black- 


} 


| 


Winthrop, and || 


|| well, Bower, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Aaron |! 


|| lin, Causin, Reuben Chapman, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, 
| Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cullom, Dana, Garrett Davis, Johu || 
|| W. Davis, Deberry, Deilet, Dickinson, Dillingham, Drom- | 
|| goole, Dunean, Dunlap, Fieklin, Fish, Foster, French, 

| Willis Green, Grider, Hale, Hamlin, Haralson, Hays, Hen- || 


| 
' 
|| ley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, | 
| 
j 


Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, I} 


Jameson. Cave Johnson,AndrewJolnson, George W. Jones, | 
| 
| 


Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin,, Lyon, Maclay, Me- 
Clelland, McClernand, McDowell, McKay, Moore, Murphy, 
Newton, Owen, Parmenter, Payne, Peyton, Emery D. Pot- 
ter, Purdy, Rathbun, Rayner, David 8. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Senter, Thomas H. Seymour, Simous, Simpson, Sii- 
dell, John T. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steen - 
rod, Stevens, Stetson, John Stewart, Stone, Sykes, Taylor, 
Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Weiler, Wentworth, Wheat- 
on, Williams, and Yost—122. ‘ 


INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 
Mr. WELLER moved to print fifteen thousand 





i} 

1 

tt 

i 

|| V. Brown, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cat- \| 
|} 


1 

| 

Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Lugersoll, i] 
| 
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extra copies of the report of the Committee of 


Waysand Meansaccompanying the independent- 
Treasury biil forthe use of the members. He 
would observe that, if this order be made now, 
the printing of the extra copies could be done at 
a less expense than at a future time. If any ob- 


jections were made to this motion, he would move 


to suspend the rules to enable him to submit it. 
Objections being made, 
Mr. WELLER accordingly moved to suspend 
the rules. , 
Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, 
The question was taken; and decided in the 


| negative—yeas J00, nays 62; there not being two 


thirds. 
RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


The question on the resolution from the select 
committee on the Rhode Island memoria! came 
up; but, on motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, 
it was postponed unti! Tuesday next. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved a suspension 


of the rules,so as to permit committees to be 
| called for reports; but the motion was not agreed 


to. 
PRIVATE BILL DAY. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of the 
day to be the bills on the Private Calendar, 

Mr. HALE ealled up the pending question on 
the reconsideration of the vote by which a bill 
was passed on a previous day for the relief of 
William Ellery. 

The vote was taken by Messrs. WixtHror 
and Burge, tellers, and they reported—ayes 69, 
noes 43. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 
The vote was then agreed to be taken on the 


_engrossment of the bill, on which the yens and 


nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 69, nays 67. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

The question being upon the passage of the 
bill, a brief debate ensued, in which Messrs. C. 
JOHNSON, WINTHROP, and KING of Mas- 
sachusetts, took part. 

Mr. HALE demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question or 
dered—viz: ** Shall the bill pass?’’ 

Upon this question the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 72, nays 69 

So the bill was passed. 

The House then took up the bill for the relief 
of John P. Schuyler, the question being on its 
engrossment; and aftera debate, in which Messrs, 
C. JOHNSON, RAMSEY, RATHBUN, and 
‘LUCKER took part, the question was put, and 
decided in the affirmative. 

The question on the passage of the bill was 
then taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the 


| affirmative—yeas 71, nays 61. 


The bill for the relief of the owner and crew of 


| the schooner Success was ordered to be engrossed; 


and was read a third time, and passed. 
Also, the following: 
A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Folger; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tuck; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of William Au- 


| gustus Atlee; 


A bill for the relief of George M. Jones; and 
A bill for the relief of Daniel Dean. 
The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the inembers presenting them : 
* By Mr. St. JOHN: The memorial of Henry Evertand one 
hundred and sixteen citizens of Seneca county, Ohio, ask- 


ing an appropriation to perfect the provisions of a treaty 
entered into with severa! tribes of Indians, st Browns- 


|| town, ia the Territory of Michigan. 


By Mr. RAMSEY: The memorial of John Reynolds and 
one hundred and forty others, citizens of Lebanon county 
Pennsyivania, praying Congress to maintain the tariff of 
| 1842, urtil experience shall have demonstrated, by ascer- 
tained facts. that a change would be for the better. 
| By Mr. OWEN: The petition of Lucretia Foot for a pen- 
sio; which was reterred to the Commitiee on Kevoluticn- 
ary Pensions. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, March 16, 1844. 


‘ 


} 


Mr. SIMONS submitted the following resolu- | 


tion: 

Resolved, That there be appointed a standing committee 
of this House, to consist of three members, to be called the 
Commitiee on Engraving, to whoin shall be referred by the 
Clerk, all drawings, maps, charts, or other papers, which 
may, at any time, come before the House for engraving, 
lithographing, or publishing in any way: which committee 
shall report to the House whether the same ought, in their 
opinion, be published; and if the House order the publi 
cation of the same, the said committee shall direct the size 
and manner of execution of all such maps, charts, draw 
ings, or Other papers, and to contract by agreement.in writ 
ing, for all such engraving, ithographing, printing, drawing, 
and coloring as may be ordered by the House 5 which agree 
ment, in writing, shall be furnished by said committee to 
the Committee of Accounts, to govern said committee in 
all allawances for such works; and it shall be in order for 
said committee to report at all times. 

Mr. STEENROD objected to the increase of 
the standing committees; but if acommittee must 
be appointed, he thought it should consist of the 
usual number of members that constitute the com- 
mittees of this House. He suggested the propri- 
ety of giving this business to the Committee of 
Accounts; and he so moved to amend the resolu- | 
tion. He spoke at some length on this branch of 
business, and the alleged frauds in connection 
therewith. 

Mr. SIMONS defended his resolution, and con- 
tended for the necessity of the appointment of a 
committee, to guard against the abuses now so 
apparentin the engraving done for the House. 
Mr. S, entered at some length into an exposition 
of the abuses which had been practiced in rela- 
tion to the subject of engraving; showing, from 
tabular statements, that sums had been paid for 
lithographing enormously disproportionate to the 
estimated value of the work 

The following are some of the items referred to: 

For lithographic charts of the bar and bay of 
St. Joseph’s and Ship Island inlet, twelve hun- 
dred and fifiy copies, the lithographer received 
$1,200. Estimate for engraving the same, $180. 

For lithographing ‘Texas boundary, there has 
been paid $750. Estimate for engraving the same, 
$400. 

Mr. Throop estimates the engraving of Cape 
Fear river at $200. Mr. Graham, for lithograph - 
ing, estimates the same at $156. The lithographer 
received for this $2,500. 

Wilmington harbor, estimated cost of litho- 
graphing, $188. Paid, $4,000. 

For lithographing ‘Tybee bar, estimated cost, 
$250. There has been paid for the same, $5,400. 

For coloring maps, charts, &c., by diilerent 
persons, $3,789; of which $700 or $800 were paid 
to a single female member of one of the officers’ 
families—the officer’s salary being $3,000 per 

annum. 

Mr. S. adduced, as another gross abuse, that 
fifty dollars was paid for putting up, boxing, and 
cartage of the maps, when the boxes could not 
have cost over five dollars, and the cartage not 
over one dollar. All these abuses had occurred 
within the last four years. 

Mr. PATTERSON said he was very glad that 
the gentleman from Connecticut had brought this 
subject to the notice of the House. He had no 
doubt that thousands of dollars might be saved, 
provided the proposition of the gentleman was 
adopted. 

Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the previous 
question; but withdrew the demand to permit 

Mr. ADAMS to make some remarks. He in- 
quired of the chairman of the committee who had 
reported this resolution, whether the committee 
were informed of the names of the persons by 
whom these contracts had been made whereby 
the Government had been forced to pay ten times 
the value of the maps? 

Mr. SIMONS replied that the committee had 
thought it best to avoid giving any more than the 
general view of the abuses, unless more specific, 
information were specially demanded. 

Mr. ADAMS said this was not the first time 
that he had witnessed a debate in this House upon 
the subject of engraving; nor was it the first ume 
that he had heard charges of a most extraordi- 
nary character. He did not know how the com- 
mittee could proceed with an inquiry into gross 
corruption without mixing personalities with i; 
for otherwise, of what use would it be to expose , 
these monstrous eXtravagances and frauds? It; 


, 


a ——— 


‘nature Now, the gentleman had disclosed cer- 
tainly a number of interesting facts; and he would 
like to know on what persons these facts bore. If 
they were questions of abstract wrong, without 
reference to particular persons, he did not see 
where the remedy could be applied. He could 
not conceive how the inquiry into the commission 
of crimes could have been made without reference 
to persons; and he made this remark in justice to 
persons as well as to the public; for it might be 
that those implicated could, if an opportunity 
were afforded them, show that they were not so 
culpable as the committee supposed. If an au- 
thority to examine persons and papers should be 
deemed necessary, he would move to give it. 

Mr. SIMONS said that the object of the com- 
mittee was to break up the system of extrava- 
gance that had prevailed, rather than implicate 


persons; for the evidence they had been able to | 
collect, though strong enough to show that abuses | 


existed, was not such as it would be proper to 
implicate individuals on. 
Mr. HALE hoped that the resolution would 
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would be a mere abstraction, though not a Vir- | referred to several abuses which had 
ginia abstraction—an abstraction of a different | ticed, such as charging $228 for the 





March 16, 


been | 


rac. 


‘ . E : Paner 
which a certain map was printed, thouch it Bhs 
: > Ot 


only $78; and charging a profit of $5,074 , 
° - ut 


| execution of a single map. 


Mr. COBB moved the previous question 
’ The SPEAKER put the question on tho », 
vious question; and there was a second. a % 

The main question was ordered to be put: ¢} 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia fy, 
STEENROD] was negatived; and the resolution . 
originally proposed, was agreed to. 

DANIEL DEAN, 

Mr. KING, of New York, moved a recone; 
eration of the vote by which the House y, ster wi 
passed a bill for the relief of Daniel Dean, * 

Some discussion ensued, in which Messrs 


DELLET, THOMPSON, VANCE, SAMPLE. 


ion « 
at Nn, ag 


HARDIN, KING of NewYork, and GIDDINGS 


took part. The vote on the motion to reconsider 
was then taken by tellers, (Messrs. Griyyp,, 


| and Arkinsox,] and resulted—ayes 60, noes 49. 
|| nO quorum volng. 


be adopted; and before he took his seat, he would | 
pted; . 


propose an amendment to it. While up, he would 
take occasion to say a word or two on this sub- 
ject of the reformation of abuses. When, some 
weeks ago, an honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri alluded to an abuse that had been committed 
in the Navy Department, by which the Govern- 
ment had been defrauded out of $17,500, in a con- 
tract of $18,000, and the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wise] replied that this was one of the little 
abuses, he confessed he considered it rather a 
rhetorical flourrsh than a matter of sober fact. At 
this session,a Committee of Retrenchment was ap- 
pointed; and they had already ferreted out abuses 


which ought to make every member of the House || : 
enable him to offer the following resolution: 


blush to think that they had ever existed. This 
report, now before the House, showed that not 


fraud only, but swindling and downright rob- || 


bery, had been practiced on the Government, 
charging four or five thousand dollars, for that 
which the mechanic who executed it received 
two hundred and fifty; and yet he would not be 
surprised if the matter was permitted to rest 
where it is. 


After a few more remarks, Mr. H. offered an | 


amendment. 

The SPEAKER said that the amendment was 
not in order. : 

Mr. HALE requested that it should be read 
for the information of the House. 

The amendment was read. 

Messrs. TYLER and PAYNE, members of 
the committee, made a few remarks in explana- 
tion; when 


The SPEAKER announced that the morning | 


hour had expired, * 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to suspend the | 


rules for one hour, for the purpose of receiviag 
such reports of the standing committees as would 
not give rise to debate, 


Mr. VANCE reminded the House that this | 


was private bill day. 


was not debatable. 


The SPEAKER said there was evidently , 
quorum present; and he called upon gentlemen to 
vote either on one side or the other. 

The vote was again taken; and resulted—aye 
66, noes 51. F 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. COBB then made some observations oy 
the principle involved. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 61, nays 71. 

So the bill was rejected. 


ENGRAVING OF MAPS—AGAIN. 
Mr. HALE moved a suspension of the rule to 


8 


Resolved, That the Cominittee on Engraving be author 
ized and required to report to this House the names of the 
persous concerned in the frauds which were indicated as 
existing in relation to the matter of engraving. 


The motion did not prevail. 
RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS. 
Mr. ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules 


to enable him to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House any application tohim 
by the late charter government of the State of Rhode [sland 


| forthe exercise of his authority, in execution of the guarantee 


stipulated bythe fourth section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States ; the measures authorized 
by him in consequence of such application, with copies of 
all orders and instructions to any officer of the Army, any 


| orders fromtheWar Department, and reports by such officers 


to the said Department, and all other ec trrespondence of the 


| Government of the United States relating to the subject. 


Mr. BURKE observed that the select commit- 
tee on the Rhode Island memorial had directed 
the chairman of that committee to report a reso- 
lution, calling for the same information. 

On a motion for a suspension of the rules, the 
yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 70, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker. Barringer, Brod-, 
head, Milton Brown, William J. Krown, Jeremiah Brown, 


; Campbell, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Clinch, Clingman, 


The question was put on Mr. Davis’s motion; | 


and it was rejected. 


ENGRAVING MAPS—AGAIN. 


Mr. SIMONS moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the resolution on the subject of engraving maps; 


and the question being put, resulted—yeas 72, | 


nays 34. : 

No quorum voting, the question was again put, 
and taken by tellers; and resulted—ayes 81, noes 
31. 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolu- 
tion again taken up for consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE said that, in consideration of the 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
1 
| 
; 


subject, the committee had discovered nothing || 


which could be deemed fraudulent; but it appeared 
evident that there were abuses, arising, in the first 
place, from the fact that the contracts had been 
made without any fixed principle. It was to that 
poiut that the inquiries of the committee were di- 
rected; avd it was for the purpose of applying the 
remedy that the report was made. Mr. P. here 
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| 
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i 


| 
j 
| 
| 
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ae Aoi diesgitohlle. : || Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Deverry, 
The SPEAKER remarked that the question 


Dellet. Dickey, Dillingham, Dunlap, Fish, French, Gid 
dings, Grinnell, Hardin, Harper, Hoimes, Hoge, Washing 
ton Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, [rvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Jolin P. Ken- 
nedy, Daniel P. King, Lyon, Maclay, McDowell, Melll- 
vaine, Edward J. Morris, Owen, Patterson, Elisha R. Potier, 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Ramsey, Relfe, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Sample, Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Stone, Tilden, Tucker, Tyler, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, and Winthrop—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, Bidlack, 
James Black, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Burke, Burt. Caldwell, 
Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cobb, Coles, 
Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dromgoole, Dun- 
ean, Ficklin, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Hays, Herrick, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Hubard, Hubbell, Hungerford, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Preston King, Kirkpat- 
rick, Labranche,Lucas, Lumpkin, McCauslen, McClelland, 
MeConnell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Purdy, Rathbun, Da- 
vid S. Reid, Reding, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, 
Saunders, Simons, Slidell, Jolin T. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stetson, Stiles, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, and 
Tibbatts—62. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of private biils; and the following, after being or- 
dered to be engrossed, were read the third ume 
and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Fessenden; 
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s hill for the relief of Gervis Foote; 

ss . the relief of Alborne Allen; 

A bill supplemental to an act approved June 28, 
98, for the relief of Jehu Hollinsworth; 
, A pill for the relief of Joseph Bonnel; _ 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Hopkins; 

4 bill for the relief of John Farnham, 

‘A bill for the relief of Arthar R. Frogge; 
A pill for the relief of Levi Colmus; 

A pill for the relief of Joseph Watson; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Caswell; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Justice; 

A pill for the relief Joseph Ramsey; | 

An act to authorize the entry of certain lands 
occupied by branch pilots of the port of New Or- 
jeans and others in the State of Louisiana. 














__ me 


| 


4 bill for the relief of William H. Hoag and | 


others. 


4 bill for the relief of Daniel Grant, Sarah | 
Grant, Israel P. Stone, and Emily Pinkham, || 


owoers of the fishing schooner James and Henry, || 


of Cape Porpoise, Maine, was not disposed of 
when the House adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 


py Mr. HOGE: The petition of J. H. Johnson, 8. D. | 


Crandall, and forty nine others, citizens of Whiteside coun - 
ty, in the State of Illinois, praying the establishment of a 








that State, to vote for the b:!! now before the 
House of Representatives, or some similar bill, 
to amend and revive the act granting half pay and 


| pensions to widows of officers and soldiers of the 
| Revolution; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MOREHEAD presented a memorial from 


Benjamin Etting and anumber of others, citizens 


_ of Pennsylvania, representing that the tariff of 


1842 had already produced extraordinary results 
in reviving the business, and giving employment 
to the labor and industry of the country, and 
praying Congress to abstain from any legislation 
upon the subject until, at least, its results showed 
that legislation was proper; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 
Bela Young, praying for an increase of pension; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
Mr. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 


two hundred citizens of Lawrence county, Indi- 


mail route from Peoria, in Peoria county, via Mount Haw. || 


joy, Wyoming, Toulon, the seatof justice of Stark county, 
Wethersfield, Gennesseo, Sharon, and Crandall’s Ferry, 


to Albany or Fulton city, in Whiteside county, in said | 
state of Illinois; which were referred to the Committee | 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


~ 


By Mr. PETTIT: The remonstrance of William Howe | 
and one hundred others, citizens of Fountain county, Indi- | | 
ana, against the annexation of Texas to this Union 3 which || 


was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, the petition of S. E. Miller and nineteen others, 


asking a grant of the unsold lands in the Vincennes dis- | 


trict, in said State, for the extension of the Wabash and 
Erie canal to the Obio river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, the petition of H. Greenwood and seventy-five oth- 
ers, citizens of Fountain county, Indiana ; the petition of 
£.M. McDonald and filteen others, of Warren county, Indi 
ana; the petition of W. M. Harris and thirteen others, of 


said county and State; the petition of J. L. Johnson and | 


twenty three others, of the same county and State ; the pe- 
tition of S. A. Parker and twenty-four others, of the said 
county and State; the petition of Nicholas Sheffer and 
twenty Others, OF the same county and State ; the petition 
of William R. Boyer and fifteen others, of the same county 
and State; all praying a grant of the unsold lands in the 
Vincennes, Shawneetown, and Palestine districts, to the 
States of Indiana and [Hinois, for the improvement of the 
Wabash river; which were referred to the Coinmittee on 
Roads and Canals. 


ana, praying Congress to make a grantof land to 
that State to extend the Wabash and Erie canal 
to Evansville, on the Ohio river; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a petition from 
Catharine S. Raguet, widow of Condy Raguet, 
asking compensation for diplomatic services ren- 
dered by her husband as consul and chargé of the 
United States at the Court of Brazil; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a petition from Edward Lynch and a 
number of others, citizens of Pennsylvania, sim- 
ilar to several already presented, asking Congress 
to permit the present tariff to exist until it was 


| ascertained by facts that some change in it was 


necessary; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Finance. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 


|| from Nancy Parker, of New London, Connecti- 


cut, (the daughter and only surviving child of 


| Captain ‘Timothy Parker, who resided at Nor- 


| wich, Connecticut,) asking Congress to make her 


some remuneration for the revolutionary services 
of her father in the Navy of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also,a memorial from Mary Williams, of East 
Hartford, Connecticut, praying Congress to pass 
a law carrying into effect a law passed at the last 


| session, granting to her a pension for the services 


ty Mr. JAMESON : The petition of James W. Grear || 
|| fused to execute because he was a deserter. Mr. 


and eighty others, praying that a mail route may be estab- 
listed on the State road from Lexington, by Warrensburg, 
w Clinton, Missouri ; which was referred to the Committee 
ou the Post Office and Post Roads. 


by Mr. SAMPLE: The remonstrance of Herbert Wil- | 


jiams and seventy-nine other citizens of Indiana, against | 
the annexation of Texas to this Union, under any circum- | 


stances Whatever, 


By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of the 


Board of Trade of Philadelphia, asking Congress to make an 
appropriation for the repair of the piers for the protection 
of shipping at Port Penn, in the river Delaware, which are 
in adilapidated condition, and inadequate for the protec- 


tion of the great number of ships that resort to them for 
shelter. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 18, 1844. 


Mr. BAYARD presented a memdrial from a | 


tumber of inhabitants of Philadelphia, praying || the benefit of the present occupants of the lands 


that an appropriation may be made for the repair 
and reconstruction of the piers at Port Penn, in 


the river Delaware; which was referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial from John | 


Carter, of Georgetown, in the District of Colum- 


bia, praying Congress to passa law granting him 


permission to introduce into the District of Co- 
lumbia a negro man; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. BARROW presented a petition from Mar- | 


of her husband, which law the Department re- 


H. remarked that Congress was aware, before 
the law was passed, that he had deserted before 
the expiration of his service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ® 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 


| sideration of the petition of Adam D. Stewart, for 


the reimbursement of asum of money paid by him 
for the recovery of certain public funds which 


| were stolen while under his charge. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Committee of 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution of the Legislature 
of Ohio, on the subject of making provision for 


| formerly owned by the Wyandot Indians in that 
|| State, on the ground that the subject of the peti- 


quis Fulton Johnson, of Louisiana, praying the | 
passage of a law to permit him to enter a tractof | 


and under preémption right; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial from sun- 
dry inhabitants of Indiana, on the subject of 
making a grant of land to that State for the ex- 
tension of the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio 
"iver; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a resolution of the 

gislature of Pennsylvania, instructing the Sen- 


1 


| 


| 
| 


_tion was a matter properly in the discretion of 
| the Executive for adjustment. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 


Indian Affairs was discharged from the further | 


consideration of the petition of a number of citi- 
zens of North Carolina, pray: g that the board 
of commissioners, appointed under the Cherokee 


treaty of 1835 and 1836, may be required to de- || 


cide upon the claims to reservations under the 


treaty of 1817 and 1819, on the ground that the | 


subject was not one for legislative action, it be- 
ing one to be adjusted in the discretion of the 
Executive. 

Mr. KING expressed the opinion that the com- 
mittee should present written reports on all peti- 
tions, the prayers of which could not be granted, 
adverse to the prayer, for the action of the Sen- 


ate; if not, theyewould, ywar after year, have to | 


make investigations of the same matters. 
Mr. WHITE accorded in his opinion; but re- 
marked that the reason why reports were not 
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| made in these cases, was because the committee 
did not believe they had the right to entertain the 
subject. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom had been referred the resolution 
of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Breese,} in- 
structing that committee to Inquire tito the ex- 
pediency of providing for an examination and 
survey of some pomtat or near the confluence of 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, with a view to 
the establishment of a dock-yard or naval depot, 

; asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation—a written report being deemed unneces- 
sary, as the Senator from Illinois, the mover of 
the resolution, had presented to the committee an 
able paper upon the subject; which he had been 
instructed to move to have printed. The com- 

| mittee was discharged; and the communication 

| was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House for the relief 
of the widows and orphans of the officers and sea- 
men and marines who were lost on the schooner 
Grampus, reported the same back without amend- 
ment, embracing also the case of the schooner 
Sea-Gull. The amendment was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
general bill, providing for certain experiments in 
relation to the proper model or form of steam ves- 
sels or other vessels; and 

A bill to consolidate and amend the acts in re- 
lation to pensions to widows and orphans of cer- 
tain naval officers; which bills were read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

| Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 

| made adverse reports in the cases of Joseph Pul- 

cifer and John Keith; which were ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

| Onmotion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the Committee 
or Revolutionary Claims was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of the 
heirs-at-law of Rudolph Bunner, an officer of the 
Revolution, praying for the allowance of the half 
| pay to which he was entitled; and the petition of 
the heirs of David Noble, an officer of the Revo- 
lution, praying for seven years’ half pay—this 
| petition being now before the House committee 

for investigation. a 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the petitions of the heirs of 
Thomas Nelson, an officer in the army of the 
| Revolution, for compensation for services; the 

petition of the heirs of Richard Dallinar; and jhe 
| petition of the heirs-at-law of Captain Abraham 
| Lipton; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

/ and be printed, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which the resolutions of the 

| Legislature of Indiana, and sundry memorials, 
upon the subject of the Wabash and Erie canal, 

| had been referred, reported a bill to grant certain 
| lands to the State of Indiana, the better to enable 
that State to extend and complete the canal from 

Terre Haute to the Ohio river; which was read, 

and ordered to a second reading. 

This bill was accompanied by a report, enfore- 
ing the policy of the bill, 

Mr. WHITE moved to print one thousand 
copies extra for distribution. 

Mr. KINGand Mr. McDUFFIE were opposed 
to printing any quantity extra, until the report 
| shall have been printed, and subjected to the in- 
spection of Senators. 

Mr. TALLMADGE and Mr. WHITE as- 
sured the Senators from Alabama [Mr. Kixo} 
and South Carolina [Mr. McDurrie] that there 
| was nothing objectionable in the report to either 
| side of the Senate; that it merely enforced the 
| correctness of the policy which Congress had 
heretofore pursued ,in makinga grant to construct 
the canal, and showed the propriety of continuing 
that policy, by appropriating certain refuse lands 
to complete the work. 


Mr. HUNTINGION also advocated the print- 


|| ing of the report. 


| 
| 
i 


| 

|| ‘The question was put; and it was ordered to 
|| be printed. 

| Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported « joint resolution respect- 
| ing receipts issued by the Treasurer of the Uni- 
|| ted States for the payment of public lands; which 
|| was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Commitee on 
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Military Affairs, to which was referred 
morinl from the corporate authorities of the city 
of Savannah, Georgia, praying a grant to that 
city of a portion of the site of old Fort Wayne, 
reported a joint resolution concerning the site of 
old Fort Wayne; which was read, and ordered 
to a second reading. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 








Commerce, reported a bill to establish a port of 
delivery at the city of Lafayette, in the State of 


Louisiana; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SEMPLE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Francis Howe and Rose 
Hlowe, his wie. concerning a land claim, be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the | 


files the petition and documents of David Myerle. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill in- 
creasing the pay of certain officers of revenue | 


cutters whilst serving in the Navy of the United 
States; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


ALEXANDER S. MACKENZIE. 


On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate took 
up for consideration the resolution which was 
presented to the Senate some days since, calling 
upon the Secretary of the Navy to report to the 
Senate a copy of the proceedings of the court- 
martial in the case of Captain Alexander Slidell 
Mackenzie. 

Mr. T. said he had prepared a modification of 


the resolution, which, he believed, would not be | 


objected to by Senators on either side—those 


friendly to Captain Mackenzie or otherwise. He | 


proposed to strike out all after the word * re- 
solved,’’ and insert the following: 


the Senate a copy of the proceedings of the court of in- 


quiry and court-martial in the case of Captain Alexander 


Stidell Mackenzie, with copies of all the correspondence, 
and ali other documents, on the files of that Department, 


in connection with the said court of inquiry and court 
martual. 


Mr. BERRIEN remarked that he was not 
present when the resolution was before presented, 
and laid on the table. He did not expect that 
the subject would be again called up. Before ac- 
tion upon it, he desired to have an opportunity 
to €xpress his views in relation to it. He hoped 
the Senator from Ohio would permit the resolu- 
tion to lie over til to-morrow. 

This course was acquiesced in; and the reso- 
lution was laid over till to-morrow. 


MAIL ROUTE IN ARKANSAS. 
On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establi<hing amar! route trom Clarksville, in Johnson coun- 
ty. Arkansas, by way of Jasper, in Newton county, to Car- 
roliton, in Carroll county; also, from Batesville, in Lade- 
pendence couuty, to Lebanon, in county. 


PUBLIC REVENUE. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Jarnacin on Thursday last, was taken up and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the amount of revenue re- 
ceived from the customs and public lands since the 13th 
day of September last, up to the Ist day of March instant ; 
and also the amount of exports and imports since the com 
mencement of the present fiscal year, discriminating be- 
tween the imports Ou dutiable goods. 


COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Bacsy, for 
the appointment of an additional standing com- 
mittee of five, to be called the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to take charge of territorial business, 
was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BAGBY advocated the passage of the res- 
olution to give greater facility and security inthe 
transaction of territorial business. 

Mr. EVANS opposed it as unnecessary, on the 
ground that the business of the Territories was 
as well attended to now as it could be if there was 
a special committee; that such business was more 
neglected in the House, where there was a com- 
mi‘tee of that kind, than it had been in the Sen- 





a me- I still bills of the Territories, having reference to 


discussed with great ability on both sides of the 

House. 
| tions advanced were true; and why? 
| thought the questions that now presented them- 


| worthy of attention. And what werethey? What 


- || was the nature of the resolution which the Sen- 
That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to report to || 


| tesy, was by making the very briefest trespass 





appropriations and the disposition of lands, &c., 


: j 
would have to be referred to the committees ap- } 


propriately having charge of these subjects. 


for taking up the special order having arrived,) | 
the resolution was laid on the table. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution: 

Resolred, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States toannul | 
and abrogate the provisions of the third article of the con 
vention concinded between the Government of the United 
States of America and his Britannic Majesty the King of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland on the 
20th October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the con- 
vention between the same parties, signed at London the 6th 


August, 1827. 

Mr. ARCHER said he owed many thanks to 
the Senate for the kindness which it had extended 
towards him throughout this discussion; and the 
best form in which he could requite that cour- 


upon its attention. It was with no vain affecta- 
tion of any disposition to condense his remarks 
that he made this declaration, but because he felt 
that the view which presented itself to his mind, | 
on this occasion, did not require that he shouid | 
follow gentlemen who had spoken on the other side 
in their very extended style of observation. He 
did not mean to condemn the extent to which this | 
debate had run. He only meant to say that it was 
not his purpose to go into an extended discussion 
himself of this great and momentous question of 
our title to the territory of Oregon. It had been 


He should assume that all the proposi- 
Because he 





selves were fitter for the occasion, and more 


ate was now called upon to consider? It wasa 
resolution advising the President of the United 
States in regard to the exercise of a function which 
it was not disputed belonged to the Executive of | 
this Government—a resolution of advice coming | 
from whom? 
This Senate, as one branch of the Legislature of 
the United States, had, no doubt, a right to pre- 
sent its views to the Executive of the Government, | 
in relation to all matters of negotiation; but 4 
must be done by ajoint resolution or bill with the 
other House. It was supposed that Senators 
had, in their discretionary capacity, as Senators, 
a right to give advice to the President of the 
United States, fn relation to this treaty-making 
power; but was it pretended that this right ex- | 
tended to them in the capacity in which they were | 
now sitting? He did not mean to go into the 
question of constitutional power in regard to this 
subject; because another question presented itself, 
far more important. That was, the motives which 
had been declared for the passing of, and the im- 
ort of this resolution. And what were they? 
V hat was the purpose avowed as the reason why 
the resolution should be presented to the atten- 
tion of the Senate? Every Senator ought to 
bring it home to himself. According to his recol- 
lection, the declared purpose was the distrust of | 
the Senate and the Executive. They were called 
upon to usurp the exercise of a control which 
they had not, in relation to the Executive of the 
United States, because gentlemen on the other 
side were disposed to distrust another portion of || 
the Government, the Senate. Did not gentlemen 
feel, as a plea for this resolation, that they were 
afraid of a treaty coming into the Senate? that || 
the purpose of the resolution was to prevent such || 
treaty coming into the Senate? It seemed to be 
a favorite theme with some gentlemen on the 
Democratic side to vituperate the treaty of Wash- 
ington, made in August, 1842. They said we 
were cheated in that treaty, and therefore they 
were not willing that the Executive of the coun- 
try should have the exclusive exercise of a power 
to make another such treaty. In a few words, 
that was the exact import and character of the 
resolution which the Senate was called upon now 
to adopt, and to-day to decideeupon. It was, 
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THE OREGON QUESTION. 
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floor. He butechoed their own assertions 


| It was a matter of assertion and of f 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, (the time | no more than repeat the declarations of ve 





ba March 18 
shame upon another portion of this G ae 
part of which you yourselves owes. 


This was no inference drawn from reasonin 
‘ ° 


act. He did 


Ntlemer 
nN made on th), 


Wai. 


on the other side, which had bee 


ing that, what was the purpose which gen 


s} 
. .: . it Mey 
had in view in the passage of this resolution? |, 
had been stated, over and over again, that j: es 


to prevent the Government from going into 4,., 
negotiation which all had considered as nendine 
because it was known that a minister had oo, 
to this country for the purpose of carrying op +), 
negotiation. His honorable friend from Penney). 


ad Come 


| vania, (Mr. Bucuanan]—to whose remarks he 


was now coming, and whom he should follow 
very closely in all his course of observation—ha 
said that his general object was to preserve th. 
territory of Oregon, and to preserve peace; hy: 
he made an observation even more important then 
that. Now, his object was also to preserve the 


| territory and peace; but what sort of remark was 


that upon which the honorable Senator had 
mised the discussion of the other topics? 
He [Mr. Bucnanan] asserted peremptorily 
before he went into this discussion, that jf t). 
Senate refused to pass this resolution, it would 
bring dishonor on the Government and the coup. 


Te. 


| try. He would like the gentleman to expound 








whether you will attempt to exert a control, 
which you have no right to exert, over the Ex- | 


ate; and that, if there was a committee appointed, || ecutive of the country, forthe purpose of bringing 


; this. 


How was it to bring dishonor on the Goy. 
ernment and the country? What was the num. 
ber of years that we had sat in relation to the 
treaty between Great Britain and ourselves, and 
what was the position in which we stood to-day? 
Did the honorable gentleman mean to say that 
this Government has stood in a position of dis. 
honor ever since the year 1827? Did he mean to 
say that during the long period of the adminis. 
tration of General Jackson, when everybody 
knows he could have got both bodies of Con- 
gress to do almost what he wished—when every. 
body knows the country was in such a position, 
with an overflowing and redundant revenue, that 
we were enabled to give $37,000,000 of revenue 
to the States,—during all this time, when we had 
every facility for making a treaty, did any dis- 
honor attach itself to the Government for letting 
this question rest?) He wanted to know how any 
dishonor attached itself, if we were willing to 
continue the same state of things now ? Did the 
honorable gentleman mean to stigmatize, for more 
than twenty years past, all Executive authority? 
Did he mean to say that the Government, during 
all this time, had passed through the same course 
of unquestionable dishonor? And what was the 
ground upon which the honorable Senator made 
his allegations now ? We did not have this treaty 
introduced in that of August, 1842. When we 
made the treaty then, in relation to the northeast- 
ern boundary, we had no treaty in relation to this 
territory. Great Britain had not done us any 
sort of wrong on the subject of negotiation; yet 
what was the assumption of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? Because he chose to suppose, 
with no evidence whatever, that Great Britain 
had detained what we presumed was our right, 
this country ought to violate the propriety of na- 
tions; that wrong has been done; and that, if the 
course which he indicated were not pursued, the 
country would be led to impoverishment and war. 

The honorable gentleman smiles. If hisstrength 
sustained him, he should make that proposition 
good, or he should never make another on this 
floor while he lived. The whole ground upon 
which dishonor attached itself was assumed, and 
not susceptible of proof. No wrong had been 
done by Great Britain to the United States; and 
it seemed to him very questionable evidence of 
wrong that, if the Senate refused now to pass this 
resolution, no negotiation would be made atall. 
He would tell the honorable Senator how dis- 
honor might be brought upon this Government, 
and would be brought upon it if the advice which 
he [Mr. Bucnanan] gave to the Senate should be 
adopted, or the advice given by some of the gen- 
tleman’s own party; which was, that we should 
obstruct negotiation by the passage of the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from his seat, said: On the 
contrary, that we should facilitate negotiation. 
Nor did I say that dishonor would be brought 
upon the Government. I made use of the W 
** discredit.”’ 
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Mr. ARCHER. Well,discredit,then. He would | 
make an appeal to the honorable Senator from 
pennsylvania [Mr. Bocnanan.} He (Mr. B.} had 
od with distinction to himself as a diplomatic 
- acter at a very high court on the part of this 
anal He had filled, and filled a long time 
aaa distinguished ability, the chair of the Com- 
= tee on Foreign Relations, which was the offi- 
ve organ of the Senate. He (Mr. A.) appealed to 
bi for the truth of the ground that he assumed 
aa ail nations, according to the laws established 
between Governments, were bound to entertain 
negotiation before they proceeded to the extrem- | 
ity of war, in relation to disputed claims, how- 
ever incontestable the titles were on either side. 
What were the circumstances here? We had had 
, negotiation pending ever since the year 1818. 
That negotiation could not be expected to refer to 
yestions of very complicated inquiry. How was 
itto be made good? He put it to honorable gen- | 
tlemen on the other side of the House to say, was | 
not the present negotiation not only resumed but 
invited? It was not the British Government, but 
the Government of the United States that invited 
thisnegotiation, What was the advice of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania, and those 
with whom he acted here? It was that, after hav- 
ing invited, we should repel that negotiation. He | 
could tell his honorable friend that it seemed to 
him to be anything but consistent with honor in 
a civilized Government, in a case of contested 
claims and titles to say, after having entered into 
a negotiation, and invited a renewal of it, we re- 
pel it,and hold the decision of this controversy 
in our own hands. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Would his friend from 








ling negotiation, the tendency of his whole ar- | 
gument was to give notice, by the passage of this | 
resolution, which would expedite the negouation, 


and render it successful ? 1 


Mr. ARCHER. The remarks of the Senator | 
from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] were to that effect. He 
(Mr. A.) remembered that he had commended | 
him for his candor. The Senator had declared 
that his purpose was to obstruct negotiation by 
the passage of the resolution before Mr. Packen- 
ham should have arrived. ‘That was his purpose; 
and, with his views, it was right enough. He 
(Mr. A.) had, in his official capacity, acquainted 
the Senate that a negotiation wascoming on. He | 
could not but take occasion here to express his 
surprise and regret that the honorable Senators on 
the other side of the House should be led to speak 
of the treaty of Washington, of 1842, on all oc- 
casions, in the language of vituperation. What 
was this treaty of 1842? It wasa treaty supported 
in this body by a vote of 39 against 9. It wasa 
treaty, so far as he was personally advised, which 
had received a very large portion of public appro- 
bation throughout the country. This was the 
treaty, so passed by a majority, not of two thirds, 
but of three fourths of the Senate, and sustained 
by the undisputed approbation of the country, 
which has been covered with reproach to such a 
degree as to engender the suspicion that we dare 
not go into the negotiation of another treaty, for 
fear we should get cheated. 

He was grieved to witness the temper in which 
honorable gentlemen seemed disposed and author- 
ized here to speak of England. He was not here 
himself to vindicate England—not its eulogist; 


| 
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sels. With regard to the language of the Sena- 


| ter from Pennsylvania towards England on a for- 


| from that gentleman’s remarks. 


mer occasion, he would read a single sentence 
lt wouid be 
recollected by the Senate, that in the year 1838, 
the subject of negotiation in relation to the north- 
eastern frontier was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, of which his honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania was chairman. He [Mr. 
BucHaNan! made a report trom that committee, 


| the character of which very justly entitled him 


| puted territory. 


| mistaken. 


to commendation. One sentence was enough: 


* On the whole, the committee do not entertain a doubt 
of the title of the United States to the whole of the dis 
They have full reliance in the sense of 
justice of the British Government, as soon as that Govern- 
ment becomes convinced that the territory belongs to the 
United States; and that it will be desirous of preserving 
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inviolate the faith of treaties, by relinquishing its preten- | 


sions. The committee entertain not a doubt that this ques- 
tion will be settied with satisfaction to both Governments.’ 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I confess I was mistaken. 
Mr. ARCHER said he-was sorry his friend 
from Pennsylvania had discovered that he was 


He (Mr. A ) declared he had read the 
passage forthe purpose of doing him honor—read 


|| 1t as an evidence that a diplomatist of no ordinar 


standing in the country entertained—what? The 


| very sentiments that he (Mr. A.) was maintain- 


ing here to-day. 
ments? In the language of the Senator himself 
on the occasion quoted, that we had friendly re- 


And what were those senti- | 


lations with the British Government; that not- | 


withstanding there had, he believed, as much as 
sixty years elapsed without the Government of 
England having rendered us justice, in relation 


| to that question of the northeastern boundary, 
Virginia permit him to say that, so far from re- || 


we were sull to rely upon the justice of that Gov- 
ernment. He thought the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would have some difficulty in 


proving the injustice of his language upon this | 


occasion; and he should think it would do him 
honor to let it remain as it was. 
did not presume to know. 

He saw that he was destined to hear these eter- 


However, he | 


nal tirades against the Government of England. | 


He was not the defender of England; but he could 
never cease to hold in his recollection that he, in 
common with those he addressed, was descended 


} 


| from that same England which it seemed now to | 





| involved a vital point of honor. 
| point of honor during the twenty years the ex- | 


be the province of patriotism to revile. 
going to say that, for one, he was proud that 


He was | 


English blood ran in his veins; but his was not | 


English, it was Welsh blood. 


They were de- | 


scendants of Englishmen; from England the germs | 
of the free institutions of this country had been | 


, derived—institytions not enjoyed by any other 


race of people in the world but the descendants | 
of that Anglo-Saxon stock —institutions destined | 
to make the American name have the most dis- | 
tinguished place on the page of human history. | 
He should not have had this eulogium on Eng- | 


land extracted from him in any debate, had he 
not felt constrained to oppose it to the vituper- 


whenever it was mentioned. 
This resolution had been urged as though it 
Where was the 


isting convention had continued? Where, during 
the administration of General Jackson, and the 


| preceding and succeeding Administrations? If 


but still less did he feel himself, as a Senator of | 


the United States, authorized to arraign her with 
every epithet of vituperation that man could ap- 
ply to the worst and vilest Government in the 
world. The maxim which had been recognized 


_ by our people, as belonging to all civilized Gov- 


ernments, should be applied to that of England, 


_ not that opportunity selected for doing it. _Were | 
gentlemen going to stride over all the considera- | 


as well as others—** Enemies in war; friends in || 


peace.’ He put it to the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and gentleman on the other side, 
whether they were not deviating palpably from | 
the maxim in bestowing upon England the vilest 
epithets of obloquy and reproach. She was never 
brought up, but she was spoken of in these terms. 
he Government of England was now at peace. 
with us; and that consideration should secure her | 
from vituperation. It would secure her, at any 
rate from him, the language of respect. | 
_So long as we miaintained these amicable rela- | 
tions with England, we were no more entitled to | 
Stow upon her this form of reproach than we | 
Were to invade her territory or capture her ves- | 


| his object was to preserve peace and to facilitate | 
the treaty; and then he went on to give his views | 
Now, he proposed to follow the » 


there was dishonor in continuing the convention, 


| 
} 


| ation which that Government had to encounter 


were not the Administrations dishonored in not | 
_ having settled the question long since? If there | 
was not, he supposed the dishonor was assumed | 


now to be because a favorable occasion was pre- | 


sented of settling it by a violent adjustment, were | 


tious of national comity ? This Government hav- | 
| ing invited negotiation, were gentlemen going to 
reach their object by a repudiation of all negoti- 


ations ? 
The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania said 


on the subject. 
Senator so far as two of his main topics went. 
One of these was, that the passage of this resolu- 
tion would preserve the territory. How 
be necessary for that, when the gentlemen have so 


strongly insisted that, no matter what was done | 
by Congress, Oregon was certain to be secured || 


and preserved by emigration’ Did not gentlemen 


uld it | 
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on every side admit that this could not be pre- 
vented by Great Britain? It was admitted thet 
England did net add one man a yenr to her pop 
ulation in that territory, while the United States 
furnished fifteen hundred annually by emigration, 
How, then, can there be any danger of losing the 
territory, as the Senator assumed, by this state 
of status in quo, operating altogether in favor of 
the Untred States? 

If the disproportionate rate of ocenpation was 
suffered by the statusin quo, England sending but 
one man a year in addition, and this country fif- 
teen hundred, was it not manifest that, in the 
long run, all the advantage must inure to the 
United States ? The Senator from Massachusetts 
had given sufficient reasons io show that, ulti- 
mately, this status inquo must result in the terri- 
tory becoming ours. He showed that every man 
who went there from the United States, went for 
the purpose of bécoming an agriculturist; and, 
so far as could be ascertained, there was good 
evidence that British subjects did not go there 
for that purpose at all. For he was ready to 
maintain that there was no agricultural popula- 
tion, on the part of Great Britain, in the territory. 
There was no land cultivated, except in patches 
around the forts they occupied, and that only 
barely sufficient for the sustenance of the oceu- 
pants. The Senator from Massachusetts spoke 
truly when he said than an agricultural popula- 
tion, placed in juxtaposition with a hunting pop- 
ulation, mustinevitably supplant the latter. This 
was not an accidental result; it was a certain re- 
sult, in conformity with natural laws and all ex- 
perience. tf our citizens go to Oregon to setile 
down as planters and agriculturisis, they must 
supplant the English population, which is there 
only for hunting and kindred pursuits; just on 
the same principle that we have supplanted the 
Indian population in the territories of the United 
States. Another reason had been adverted to 
somewhat jocosely, though he meant to use it as 
a serious argument. It was, that most of the 
emigrants to Oregon, from the United States, 
were Democrats. Now, he held that ne sort of 
population which could go there would prove 
more likely to drive out the English than a Dem- 
ocratic population. ‘Phe English could not en- 
dure the vicinity of Democrats. It was inimical 
to the monarchieal institutions of their Govern- 
ment. He believed nothing conduced more to 
the surrender to the United States of the strip of 
land on the borders of Vermont and the State of 
New York, in the treaty of Washington, than 
the fact that it was inhabited by a D-mocratic 
population. He believed the British Govern- 
ment was glad of an excuse to surrender tt, be- 
cause it was filled with Democrats. They did 
not want to have such a population near them. 
In Oregon, we should have agriculture on our side 
working against hunting; and the still stronger 
implement of Democracy uprooting what little of 
British possession there was. 

The honorable Senator from Illinois, [Me. 
Breese,] who acquitted himself with so nuch 
credit and ability, on his first speech in the Sen- 
ate, asked, with great naivete, how it could be of- 
fensive to give the notice authorized by the ue 
The same sentiment had been reiterated by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Why snould there 
be offense or danger of war in this notice? It 
was not in the notice itself that the offense or the 
danger lay; but in the result—in the inevitable 
consequences to follow that notice. Did the gen- 
tlemen mean to say that it was their purpose, 
immediately after the notice was given, to stop at 
that point? Did they mean to avow that they 
intended to go no further than that? They knew 
full well that, after giving the notice to terminate 
the convention, they were bound to go on and do 
exactly what the gentlemen of the West were so 
strongly disposed to do—to take immediate pos- 
session by force of arms, of the territory. And 
what but war could be the inevitable consequence 
of that course? Much had been said of the pres- 
ent condition of England us being opposed to war. 
He did not undervalue the motives for peace by 
which she would be actuated. He was aware of 
the interests transcendental to England above ail 
others—the interests of her commercial relations 
with the United States, her Lest and greatest cus- 
tomer; he was aware that she was in a less fa- 
vorable condition for war than she had been for 
years; her internal disturbances in Walee and 
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Ireland, her embarrassed finances, and other 
causes, would undoubtedly, as the Senator from 
Pennsy!vaniasaid, naturally make her most averse 
to a war with this country. But could the Sen- 
ator, who had spoken so eloquently of the power 
and pride of Great Britain, maintain that she 
could not be driven into war? He could tell the 
Sepator that though she is and may be averse to 
war, if the pride of England was wounded, no 
British minister, however impressed with the ne- 
cessity of peace, could for a moment hold his 
place and dare refuse going to war. Such a thing 
might make it the interest of the British minister 
to make concessions at home, which would at 
once heal up all dissensions; and Englishmen 
would unite as one man to avenge the wounded 
pride of the country; just as we would do here, 
if led by a point of honor, to vo to war with her. 
Turn to the history of that Government, and it 
would be found that no ministér had ever shrunk 
from his duty on such an occasion as would arise 
out of any attempt on our part to take forcible 
possession of a territory upon a disputed claim of 
twenty years’ standing. The British minister 
would be strengthened by his exhibition of na- 
tional pride. 

And how would it be with this country? After 
supinely permitting a question of great difficulty 
to rest for twenty years, and at the very moment 
a negotiator came to our doors, invited, too, by 
our own Government, we come at once to the 
conclusion of repulsing all negotiation, and say to 
the minister of peace: ** We donotcare; itis true, 
you come here by our invitation, but you may 
go back; we do not mean to settle this long-pend- 
ing discussion by treaty; we want no further ne- 
gotiation; we mean to take the decision of the 
question into our own hands; we will take what 
we say is our own by the power of the strong 
hand.’’ Was there any Governmentin the world, 
that possessed any strength at all, which would 
sit down quietly under such treatment as that? 
Suppose England adopted the same line of con- 
duct towards the United States: what would be 
our feelings and resolves? Suppose she had in- 
vited us to nevotiate, and then met our negotiator 
at her doors, and told him that she had ordered 
her forces from China to occupy the territory of 
Oregon, and therefore she did not want to nego- 
tiate about it; what would we do? What would 
be the course of Congress? 
abled from any deliberation at all? Our just in- 
dignation would be so strongly excited that we 
would be put beyond the state of deliberation. 
And yet, according to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, this course, which should rouse the weak- 


est people on earth, is not to be offensive to || 


England ! 

tHe had no doubt that, as a question of mere 
policy, it would be better for England to surren- 
der the territory, or twenty territories like it, 
than go to war, But, when we do that which 
wounds her pride, did not the Senate perceive we 
rendered war inevitable? This we would do in 
two ways by adopting this resolution: first, by 
making it a point of honor on the part of the Uni- 
ted States to follow itup by the immediate occupa- 
tion of the territory, by force if necessary; and 
next, by making it a point of honor on the part 
of England not to let us settle the question our 
own way bythe strong arm alone. We will 
override—for we shall be obliged to override— 
every other consideration but that of maintaining 
the positian on which we have placed ourselves. 
We place it beyond the policy, as it would be 
beyond the power, of the British Minister, were 
he ever so well disposed, to make any conces- 
sions. Pass this resolution, and follow it up as 
you would feel compelled to do; and it must lead 
to consequences which would place any British 
Minister in a condition that he could not refuse 
“a to war. 

rue, the Senator from Pennsylvania had main- 

tained that his proposition was that the adoption 
of this resolution would preserve both the ter- 
ritory and peace. Now, he held directly the re- 
verse of this proposition. He heid that the pas- 
sage of the resolution would, in its consequences, 
render it, to say the least, doubtful whether we 
could preserve the Territory, and impossible that 
we could preserve peace. But suppose, for the 
sake of argument, that no war would arise from 
this outrage: would it not place us in the condi- 
tion of being obliged to prepare for that possible | 


W ould it not be dis- | 





event?) When we pass this resdlution, do we not 
know that England, expecting we will follow it 
up by an attempt to occupy the Territory without 


ee 


negouation, will prepare for the contingency? | 
And would not this involve the necessity, on our | 


art, also, of preparing for what might occur? 
Bat would there not be a great difference? She 
would make her preparations immediately, and 
could fill the territory with her forces from China 
and India, while we would have to wait till next 
year. She, by that time, will have made all her 
arrangements in advance of us. But if we pass 
the resolution without either following it up or 
making preparations for the consequences, we 
shall be acting foolishly indeed. 
then, that, onceit is passed, we must provide for 
the inevitable contingency. Now, he was not one 


It was clear, | 


of those who thought the United States could not | 


contend against England. 
that in a just cause we could successfully contend 
against any Power onearth. At any rate, he was 
willing to enter any contest in a just cause, when 


He believed firmly, | 


necessary, and commit the event to Providence. | 


If, however, this question is to precipitate a war 
with England, he should say it would not be 
child’s play we would be engaged in. England 
is not only the greatest Power in the world, but 
the greatest Power that ever existed in the world. 
She is greater than the Roman empire in the 
zenith of its prosperity; and yet this isthe Power 
against which we will have to make our prepar- 
ations. What sort of preparations have we been 
making Last year we decided that our Navy 
should not exceed a certain limitation. We have 
reduced our Army. Our finances have been a good 
deal prostrated. Was this a more appropriate 
crisis for enforcing this question than when our 
Navy and Army were in stronger force, when we 
had $37,000,000 surplus in our Treasury, and 
when we had a man at the head of our Govern- 
ment such as General Jackson? Is it a more pro- 


| pitious moment now, with adiminished Navy 


and Army, and an Executive, into whose hands 
no man of either party would choose to commit 
the great destinies of war? He asked whether, 
under these circumstances, it was desirable to pro- 
voke war? And to provoke it for whatend? What 


was the purpose for which we were asked toincur | 


all the cost of preparations and peril of this inev- || 


itable occasion of war? Was it to get the terri- 
tory of Oregon? It was not at all necessary for 
that; for everybody says we are obliged to get it 
ultimately. All that seems to be aimed at is to 
get it a little sooner. 

Mr. A. dwelt at-some length upon the admis- 
sion on all sides of the Senate, that the Territory 
must, in the natural course of events, fall quietly 
into our hands; and, on this admission, he urged 
strongly the impolicy of embroiling the two Gov- 
ernments in difficulties by an untimely, unneces- 
sary, and uncalled for interference on the part of 
Congress, with the proper treaty-making power 
of the Government. 


In conclusion, Mr. A. stated that he had come | 
to the determination of varying his motion. In- || 


stead’of moving to postpone the subject indefi- 
nitely, he would, after giving ample time for the 





further discussion of the question, should gentle- | 


men feel disposed to continue it, move to lay the || 
resolution on the table, with a view of calling it | 


up, should the negotiation now pending fail; and, 


in the event of so calling it up, he would then | 


move to refer it to the Committee on Foreign 


asses ietetntbabtinansamnseasenneilipiansianeaiast 


. . . - . ii 
Relations, with a view of having the advice of | 
that committee as to what course it would be || 


proper for the Senate to take in reference to its 
action upon a resolution of such moment. 


taking any part in the discussion. 


| described, was in possession of Lord Ashburton, 
Mr. RIVES did not rise for the purpose of | 


The subject | 


to which the resolution giving rise to that discus- || 
sion referred, was, he believed, in process of ne- | 
gotiation between the two Governments, and it 


appeared to him eminently inappropriate, inex - 
pedient, and even hazardous, for the Senate to 
interfere, by word or deed, in its present stage. 
W hat spectacle (he asked) did the Senate present 


_ for the last three or four weeks? That body had 


assumed to itself the entire power and office of 
negotiator with a foreign Power; its members 
presented on that floor fifty-two plenipotentiaries, 
each engaged in forming a treaty with the most 
formidable Power in the world — disagreeing 
among themselves, and each holding tenaciously 
to his Own opinion as to the manner in which 
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this treaty should be perfected; while the , 
party, the British minister, ensconced wine 
cabinet, reads or hears every world that is a 
among them; he looks into their hands od ey 
with the utmost caution and extreme cara. |" 
guards his own. It would, in a manner. <." 
to be the wish to give himthe game, Sy 
of conduct, he ventured to assert, was 
an anomaly as could be found in the hj 
the world. 

Believing, therefore, the discussion to 
irregular, and mischievous, he did not ris 
before stated, to take any part in it; but 
rise to correct one or two errors of fact relatiys , 
the negotiation alread y consummated —errors jp, 
which the honorable Senator from Pennsylyani, 
had allowed himself to fall. It was well know, 
that the ill-fated negotiation of 1842—il]-fateq be 
called it, from the animadversions and unfriendly 
criticisms bestowed on it by certain parties—,. 
sulted in a compromise, by which the troubles 
and difficulties arising from a controversy with, 
foreign Power were forever set at rest. That no. 
gotiation resulted in a treaty which received ths 
deliberate sanction of that Chamber. The yo, 
which ratified that treaty was not the simple cop. 
stitutional vote of two thirds of the body, but was 
an almost unanimous vote—one party voting for 
itto a man, with a majority of the other—therp 
being for it 39, against it 9. From the momen: 
that treaty was promulgated, it received, and up 
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he dig 


| to this moment continued to receive, the sanction 


of the great body of the people. And yet, at. 


| tempts are,and have been, from time to time,made 


to unsettle the public mind, and to lead it to sup. 
pose that, on this question, there has been, to. 
wards the interests of the people, on the part of 


| the executing or ratifying parties, criminal inj. 
_delity or gross neglect. This he denounced asan 


unjust and unprincipled imputation on the honor 
of the Senate. 
He regretted that the honorable Senator from 


| Pennsylvania was not satisfied with the conscien- 


tious discharge of his duty in voting against that 


| treaty, and of afterwards entering into an elabo- 
| rate defense of that vote, without following the 


example of others, and reviving a discussion 
which could serve no single good effect, but tend 
only to injure, impede, and embarrass the nego- 
tiation now pending. He cannot, it is true, be 
accused of using offensive language; he carefully 
forbears from doing so; but his words, though 
smooth and polished, say, sufficiently distinct not 
to be misunderstood, that the negligence of the 
Government has disgraced the country. He may 
not have used the exact words, but the effect and 
meaning is, that Government and the assenting 
parties to the treaty of 1842 have, by it, grossly 
swindled and surrendered away the rights and 
honor of the nation. In support of this, he brand- 
ishes over the heads of his fellow-Senators a res- 
urrectionary map, said to be found in the library 
of the late King George III., and on which was 
traced, by no less than the royal hand of the said 
King, the boundary line, according to Mr. 0s- 
wald, the British negotiator in the treaty of 1783, 
and which line, so royally marked, coincided 
with the claim of the United States, and left not 
to Great Britain even the shadow of a single foo! 
of the disputed territory. This map he asseris 
was in the possession of Lord Ashburton. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I said that Sir Robert 
Peel said it was in the possession of Lord Ash- 
burton. 

Mr. RIVES. In that I will show the honors- 
ble Senator he was mistaken. Ifa map, such as 


pending the negotiations that led to the treaty o! 
1842, he was not the man to use it as described, 
or be guilty of that with which he stood indirectly 
charged. ‘The honorable Senator, in making this 
statement, took pains to have it understood that 


| he would use no epithets; but such pains were 


altogether useless; epithets were uncalled for, #8 
they could not be found strong enough if his de- 
tail was fact. If it was fact, it was indeed a mor- 
tifying commentary on national intercourse; but 
if not true, it was due, not only to individuals, 
but to the Government they represented—it was 
due to public faith, public truth, and public jus- 
tice, and we were bound by a high moral —, 
tion to see these misconceptions of the honora le 
Senator from Pennsylvania corrected. He was 
one of those whose voice went for the ratification 
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f that treaty; and neither he, nor one of those 
s hom he voted, ever found the slighest | 


ith W ] 
am to regret the course they then pursued. On 


the contrary, they felt satisfied with having done 
sheir duty ;and, in doing so, of having been part! 
instrumental in perfecting a great national good. 
This was their innate, conscientious feeling, de- 
spite all the efforts made to drag them to the stool 
of repentance. ; Pe 

The honorable Senator says that Sir Robert 
Peel said that this map, with the boundary line 
traced by the hand of King George IIl., was in 
the actual possession of Lord Ashburton when 
that nobleman was carrying on the negotiations 
which terminated in the treaty of 1842; but he 
could not find out where he learned that fact. The 
mistake of the honorable Senator lay in confound- 
ing Lord Palmerston with Lord Ashburton; for 
the speech of Sir Robert Peel, from which he 

yoted, and on which he depended for authority 
to substantiate his statement, was a speech de- 
jivered in reply to Lord Palmerston, in which Sir 
Robert frequently alluded to him (Lord Palmer- 
sion) as the noble lord, and said that he, as pre- 
yious foreign secretary, had Mitchell’s map of 
1753 in his possession. mia & 

For the honor of the age we live in, it was ne- 
cessary to vindicate those thus publicly arraigned, 
and show they were not guilty of any such frauds 
as those laid to their charge. Lord Palmerston 
was not the Minister from whom Lord Ashbur- 
ton received his instructions. He was out of 
office, and it was from his successor, Lord Aber- 
deen, the present Foreign Secretary, that Lord 

Ashburton got the necessary directions to guide 
him in the perfecting of the treaty. And ina 
note appended to a document before him, ema- 
nating from the New York Historical Society, 
(to which every credit was due,) though the hon- 
orable Senator might not have thought it worth 
his while to read it, it was distinctly stated that 
Lord Aberdeen, who was new in office, was not, 
at the time, aware of the existence of this map, 
and that Lord Ashburton was equally ignorant 
until after his return to England. 

The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania had 
as much regard as any man breathing for the 
character of others; and he was confident that, 
seeing, as he now must, that his statement, like 
the “ baseless fabric of a vision,’’ was destitute 
of foundation, he would do justice to those whom 
he had unintentionally injured. Lord Ashburton 
had with him a map; but it was not Mitchell’s 
map, nor had it traced on its face, by a royal 
hand any boundary line. That map had nothing 
on it to maintain the claims of England, and, 
being referred to the Maine commissioners, was 
at once refuted by them. 

Itgave to him, on this occasion, sincere pleasure 
to say of all parties concerned in that negotiation, 
what he had said over and over, that their bear- 
ing, from the commencement to the end, was 

manly and frank, marked with sin@erity and good 
faith, and with a strictadherence to the honor of 
both nations, which would ever distinguish this 


treaty in the annals of history. That sincerity, | 


- good faith, and honorable conduct, enabled them 


to surmount difficulties and remove obstacles that | 


for years had defied the talent and sagacity of 
diplomatists on both sides, though aided by the 
wisdom of a sovereign arbitrator. It gave him 
pleasure to refer to the conduct of every one en- 
gaged; it reflected on each of them infinite honor, 
as well those acting for the sovereignties of Maine 
and Massachusetts as those acting for England 
and the United States. Their conduct emulated 
that of the fathers of their country; and they ex- 
ecuted their trust in the spirit of that compact 
which sealed our title to independence. In regard 
to the imputations endeavored to be cast on Lord 
Ashburton, he could not resist (even at the ex- 
pense of being accused of defending a foreigner, 
and that foreigner an Englishman—a son of that 
cruel'step-mother whose harsh treatment of us, 
her offspring, has been-so glowingly depicted by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania) his inclination to 
reply. The language used by that Senator, in 
speaking of England, he disowned. It was not 
the language of the generous spirit of America; 
it was not the language of a Christian people; 
and it would be well for gentlemen inclined to in- 
dulge in such language to reflect whether it would 


not be more creditable and more Christian-like to | 
adopt the sentiments which fell from the honor- |: 





able Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Critrennen,] | 
a few days back, when he said that he regarded 
the people of England the same as he did the 
rest of mankind—*‘ in war, enemies; in peace, 
friends.”’ 

He believed Lord Ashburton—and he declared 
that belief in the presence of the enlightened as- 
sembly he addressed—to have come to this coun- 
try the unbiased friend of America and England. 
He came, as he ever was, the friend of our com- 
mon race; he came convinced of the benefits aris- 
ing from, and as such the conscientious advocate 
of universal peace; he came with the praiseworthy | 
intention of cultivating between both nations a 
good understanding; and he returned, closing with | 
honor to himself, a career marked at the outset 
with a devotion to the interests of this country. 
He would feel himself wanting in justice and 
humanity if he suffered the slightest calumny to 
remain on the character of that nobleman which 
it was in his power to remove. He felt called on 
the more to adopt this course from the lesson in- 
culcated by the Senator from Pennsylvania: that 
lesson was ** England is capable of nothing to- 
wards this country but fraud. Beware of Eng- 
land; she has cheated you before, and will again.”’ 
That was the moral inculcated by him; but if he 
cannot find something more plausible and more 
decisive, to inculpate these to whom he has re- 
ferred, they will go clear of imputation, 

What is this map of George IIL., on which the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania dwelt so 
long and so forcibly, as demonstrating the right 
of the United States to the whole disputed terri- 
tory ? Why, he could satisfy, and no doubt sur- 
prise that honorable Senator, by showing that, 
so far from its being against England and in favor 
of the United States, it was, if anything, the 
contrary; it went for the claims of neither, as set 
forth during the negotiations; but, if it proved 
anything, it was, that what was done by the 
treaty was right. 

Mr. R. here called the attention of the Senate 
to the origin of the treaty of 1783, so fur as re- 
lated to the northeastern boundary; the map of 
Mitchell alluded to, bearing date 1783, was in- 
correct, in consequence of a typographical error. 
It should be 1785. Pending that treaty, the great 
object was to ascertain the northwest angle of 
Nova Scotia as a starting point for the boundary 
line; and the next, and at the time considered the 
greatest matter in dispute, was whether the high- 
lands were north of St. John’s river—as we 
claimed them, or south of St. John’s river, as 
Great Britain claimed them. The latter point the 
map decides according to our views; but instead 
of confirming us in the stand we toox as to the 
position of the northwest angle of Nova Scotia, 
it places it, and justly too, fifty miles further to 
the west—a position which would give to Eng- 
land more than she got by the treaty of 1842, 
or more than she claimed atany previous period, 
This map was fully borne out by the map of Mr. 
Jay, (which, strange to say, was only recently 
discovered,) of the correctness of which there 
could not exist a doubt, 

Mr. R., after passing a high eulogium on Mr. 
Gallatin—than whom a more able or equitable 
defender of American claims never existed—went 
on to show that he predicted in his private cor- 
respondence, that the northwest angle of Nova 
Scotia would be found—where after a lapse of 
fifty years it was found—in a position far more 
favorable to British interests than many were 
disposed to believe. According to his reading— 
if he had not forgot what he had read some 
thirty years back—acontract or agreementshould 
be executed as understood by the contracting par- 
ties; and, if this rule was applied to this case on 
discovery of the northwest angle, we would give 
to Great Britain much more than she obtained by 
the conciliatory contract of 1842; and, further, 
we would have given it without looking to her, 
or without her being morally bound to give us 
one foot of her territory in return. He depre- 
cated the policy of gentlemen who, sanguine in 


| the doctrine of a modern school of philosophy, 


considered there was no remedy but war for 


| healing the differences of nations. He advocated 


peace, and would go any length to secure it, so 
long as it could be done with safety to the na- 
tional honor. e 

He took on himself to answer the question put 
on a former day by the Senator from Pennsyiva- 
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nia to the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
whether he, knowing the existence af such a map, 


would have executed the treaty of 1842? To that 
question he replied in the affirmative. Such 
Knowledge would induce him to hurry to comple- 
tion such treaty, frem the fact that the terms 
were more favorable than we were actually enti- 
tled to, ; 

He knew not what a mysterious Providence 
might have i store for Oregon; but judging trom 
the honorable and happy termination of the treaty 
of 1942, and notwithstanding the treacherous, 
perfidious, and pilfering power of England, so 
fully set forth and animadverted on by gentlemen 
opposite, he Would be happy to find the adjust- 
ment of the question left to negotiation, This 
question has been allowed to sleep for more than 
a quarter of century, withouta pretense of injury 
to either side; and why the year 1844 is selected 
to break up our peaceable relations, by giving this 
notice, he could not tell, except it was because 
an English minister, armed with full powers, is 
now here to bring the matter to an amicable term- 
ination. 

There could be no doubt as to the interpreta- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania’s meaning. 
His speech solved the proposition. He would 
give no threat, but do that which would show to 
England we were about to do something in earn- 
est. The meaning was, that we were to hold a 
rod over a Power proud in arms, and say, if you 
do not negotiate according to our views, we will 
enter vi ef armis, and appropriate the whole of 
Oregon to ourselves. ‘To think that England 
would negotiate thus, with a rod hung over her 
in terrorem, would be preposterous. 

He fully concurred with the majority of the 
last session, who, in declaring their intention not 
to stimulate emigration by aruficial means, at the 
same time avowed their readiness to stretch forth 
to our fellow-citizens, who went there, the shield 
of American justice, by extending to them the 
protection of our territorial laws. ‘To this extent 
he would be found atall times going hand in hand 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania; but, witha 
recollection of the treaty of 1842, he could not 
consent to any step that would tuvolve us in war, 
as long as there was a chance, by negotiation, of 
securing an honorable peace. 

Mr BUCHANAN regretted that he was the 
innocent cause of calling fortn from the honorable 
Senator the exertion of a speech. He had already 
been replied to by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, and by the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, and now he has got another reply from 
the other honorable Senator from Virginia; he 
was not, however, at the moment, going to reply 
tothem. He thought, in his reply to the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, that he was suffi- 
ciently explicit in declaring that he had no inten- 
tion to censure those who voted for the treaty of 
1842. Though he was not going to reply, he wes 
glad to hear the honorable Senator (Mr. Rives} 
admit one thing—his willingness to extend to 
Oregon the benefit of our laws. 

Mr. RIVES. That is nothing new. 
cated the same last session. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said there were two dis- 
tinct issues of facts between the honorable Sena- 
tor and himself. He stated that Sir Robert Peel 
asserted, in his place in Parliament, that a map 


I advo- 


_ found in the library of the late King George IL., 


with the boundary line marked on it, and the 
words ‘‘ this is the line of Oswald’s treaty,’’ written 
by the King’s hand, was in possession of Lord 
Ashburton when carrying on the negotiation in 
this city, and, furthermore, he asserted that the 
expressed opinions of Lord Brougham and Sir 
Robert Peel were, that, if this map was produced 
in proper time, it would have done away with the 
necessity for any negotiation, and settled the con- 
troversy at once. If there was no censure to be 
cast on Lord Ashburton, there certainly was (if 
this was true) censure to be cast on the Govern- 
ment he represented. He had before him ex- 
tracts from the English debates, as reported in 
the newspapers; but, lest they should be errone- 
ous, he would delay his reply unul he would 
have an opportunity of consulting Hansard’s 
Parliamentary Reports, which he would do on 


| this night, and in the morning be prepared to show 


_ by them that he was not mistaken. If he was, 
| he was never so mistaken in his life; and no man 
| would come forward more readily to acknowledge 
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fallen into it. 

Mr. CHOATE said something about giving an 
explanation to-morrow, but was nearly inaudible 
in the reporters’ gallery. 

The Senate then adjourned. 





— 





er 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpar, March 18, 1844. 


The Journal having been read and approved, 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the calling on the States for res- 
olutions. 


Mr. RAMSEY desired leave to make a report | 


from the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, objected to any busi- 
ness out of the regular order. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the rules 
be suspended to allow the reception of reports 
from the standing committees—such as would not 
give rise to debate; which motion was carried; 
and reports were made, as follows: 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, reported a resolution directing the 
printing of fifteen thousand extra copies of the 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means ac- 
ware the independent Treasury bill. 

\ 


print extra copies of any document could not be |! 


entertained on the day it was made. 

Mr. WHITE contended that the motion could 
not be entertained at all; and, after a slight dis- 
cussion, in which Messrs. WHITE, WELLER, 
and HOPKINS, took part, 


The SPEAKER decided that the resolution |! 


would go over, and come up in its regular order 
to-morrow. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public | 


Buildings, reported the following: 


Resolved, That the furnaces under the Hall of the House i! 


of Representatives, and under the committee-rooms of the 
east wing of the Capitol, be, and the same is hereby, placed 


in charge of the Doorkeeper of the House, who is hereby | 


suthorized, with the sanction of the Speaker, to employ a 


fireinan, at the pay of a messenger of the House, to take 


care of the same. 


Mr. RATHBUN, from the Committee on Rev- 


olutionary Pensions, reported the following bills: | 


A bill for the relief of Peter Wilson; 
A bill for the relief of Maria Robinson; and 


A bill for the relief of Mary B. Perry and oth- | 


ers. 

These bills were accompanied by reports in 
each case; and they were severally read and re- 
ferred to a committee of the Whole House. 


On motion of Mr. RATHBUN, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the consideration of the petition of Field- 
ing Pratt, and that it be referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Mr OWEN, from the Committee on Roads | 


and Canals, reported bills of the following titles: 

A bill making appropriations to, and in complet- 
ing the harbor at Raedire, on the eastern shore of 
Lake Michigan; 

A bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of lowa; and 

A bill making appropriations for certain im- 
provements in the Territory of Florida. 


These bills were severally read, and referred to | 


a Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 


reported bilis of the following titles; which were 
read twice, and referred to a Committee of the 
Whole tlouse: 

A bill for the relief of Jeannette C. Hunting- 
ton, relict and sole executrix of William D. Chie- 
ver, deceased; and 


A bill for the relief of Harvey Parke; accom- | 


panied in each case by a report. 

Mr. V., from the same committee, made ad- 
verse reports upon the petition of Henry Stoker; 
the petition of Mary Lenalia Lewis, widow of 
Captain Andrew Lewis, deceased; the petition of 
Captain Henry McKavet; and the petition of 
Danie! Brayman; which were ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 

On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the consideration of the petition of Miles W. Dickey, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee of Claims, 
made a report upon the case of William P. 
Zantzinger, accompanied by a bill; which was 


read twice, and referred to the Committee of the 
W hole House. 

Mr. MORSE, from the same committee, made 

a report upon the petition of John P. Converse, 

accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 


| 
| 


| 


read twice, and referred to the Committee of the | 


Whole House. 

Mr. COBB, from the same committee, made a 
report upon the petition of C. P. Sengstack, ac- 
companied by abill for his relief; which was read 
twice, and referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 

_ on Public Lands, made a report upon the petitions 
for the removal of the land office from Jackson to 
Fredericktown, in Missouri, and for the Coosa 
land office, to be established in Jacksonville, in 
Alabama, accompanied by a bill to authorize the 


} 
! 
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that mistake, and toexpress his regret for having 


| 


President of the United States to remove the land | 


office from Jackson, Missouri, to Frederick- || 


town, in Madison county, in said State; and also | 


; to remove the land office from Lebanon to Jack- 
| sonville, in Alabama. 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 
| On motion of Mr. HOLMES, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 


\| of Ways and Means. 


on Public Lands, made an ativerse report on the 
| petition of John Bruce; which was laid on the 
‘| table, 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was 





Mr. IRWIN, from the Committee 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon 
tion of the House of the 29th January last, jn 
lation to the defensive works in the Penob ze 
river; which was laid on the table. = 

Mr. COLES, from the same com 
which was referred, in the annual report of th 
Secretary of War, the subjects of the act of the 
23d of August, 1842, abolishing the office of om 
inspector general, three paymasters, two sur 
geons, and two assistant surgeons, and : 
their discharge within one month after 
sage, &c., made a report thereon, acco 
by a bill to repeal so much of the fourth section 
of the act approved 23d August, 1842, entitle 
** An act respecting the organization of the Arm 


— 
On Milita 
the reso}y. 


Mittee, tp 


directing 
its pas. 
mMpanied 


' and for other purposes,’’ as abolishes the Office 


of one inspector general; which bill was read, 
first and second time, and committed to the Com, 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 

Mr. BOYD, from the same committer, made 


| an adverse report upon the memorial of Truemay 


The bill was read twice, and referred to the | 


4 ‘ || from the con-ideration of the petition of citizens of Massa- | 
e SPEAKER decided that the motion to | 


|| chusetts for permission to import, free of duty, iron tor the | 
Fall River railroad, aud that it be referred to the Committee | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee | 


Cross; which report was laid on the table, 
Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee o, 


| Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon the 


petition of George Lingley, accompanied by a} 
for his relief; which was read twice, and referreq 
to the Committee of the whole House. 

Mr. Mcl., from the same committee, made an 
adverse report upon the petition of Elizaberh 
Wilson, widow of Thomas Wilson; which was 
laid on the table. ; 

Mr. HOGE, from the same committee, made 


| @ report upon the petition of George Wentling, 
/ accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- | 


|| charged from the consideration of the memorials remons- 
trating against the removal of the surveyor general’s office 
from Donaldsonville wo Baton Ruuge, and that it do lie on 
‘| the table. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
| on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill 
to direct the President of the United States to 
cause the reserved lead mines in the State of Illi- 
nois, and Territories of Wisconsin and Iowa, to 
be exposed to public sale, reported an amenda- 
| tory bill; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
|| of the Union. 
'| On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, it was 


i\| Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
| charged from the consideration of the memorial of the Le- 
| gislature for the sale of the reserved mineral lands, and the 


|| issuing of patents for lauds heretotore sold; and that it do 
|| lie on the table. 
i 


‘(| On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, it was 


ti 
Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the cousideration of the memorial of the 


a graut of land for a court house ; and that it do lie on the 
table. 


Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made a report upon the petition of David 
| Alispack, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
|| which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SAUNDERS, from the same committee, 


board of commissioners for Des Moines county, Lowa, for | 


read twice, and referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, made a re. 
port upon the petition of Uriah Loomis, accom. 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
twice, and referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, from the Committee on 
Territories, offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the bill and 


| report of the Com nittee on Territories in relation to Ore- 


gou be printed for the use of this House. 


Mr. WHITE objected to its reception. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved a suspension of 
the rules in order to enable him to submit the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER counted those in favor of the 
yeas and nays, and reported 26 in the affirmative, 
which was not a sufficient number. 

A count of those in the negative was demanded; 
and seventy-five voted in the negative. There 
was NO quorum voting. 


The SPEAKER said it was evident there was 


| a quorum present; and he called upon gentlemen 


to vote on one side or the other. 
Mr. WHITE called for tellers, and they were 


| ordered; and Messrs. DeLiet and Bourke were 


| reported a bill to change the time of holding the | 
| spring term of the district court of the United | 


|; States for the eastern district of Virginia; which 
was read three times and passed. 


(on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill 
| office of surveyor general for the States of Ohio, 
‘| out amendment; and it was referred to the Com- 
|, mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union., 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, made a report upon the 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee | 


petition of Samuel Richards, executor of Wil- | 
ham T. Smith, late of Philadelphia, accompanied | 


by a bill for his relief; which was read twice, and 


Mr. SLONE, from the same committee, made | 


a report upon the petition of Henry King, ac- 


companied by a bill for his relief; which was read | 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the | 


| Whole. 


Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, from the Commit- | 
| tee on Private Land Claims, made a report upon | 


the petition of Antonia Chenno, accompanied by } Oneida county, New York, widow of George 
, a bill to confirm his claim to a tract of land in the | Marsdon, deceased; and 


| State of Louisiana; which was read twice, and 
|. referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 


_ jority could take u 


| pend the rules. 
| from the Senate entitled an act relative to the | 


appointed, and they reported 25 in the affirmative. 
ir. WENTWORTH remarked that if a ma- 
the resolution to-morrow, he 
would withdraw his motion for a suspension of 
the rules, for he did not wish to take up the time 
of the House uselessly; and as he saw the minor- 
ity of the House en masse opposing him, he was 
confident two thirds could not be obtained to sus- 
So he would let the resolution 
pass over until to-morrow, when a majority could 


| pass it; and he would then urge it, as he and other 
| Indiana, and Michigan, reported the same with- |, 


| 


western gentlemen were continually being called 
upon for some documents in relation to the matter, 
and he was sorry to see any disposition to with- 
hold information upon so important a public 
measure. 
The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 
Mr. HOGE, from the Committee on Revolo- 


| tionary Pensions, made a report upon the petition 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. | 


of Amazial Goodwin, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which was read twice, and referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. H., from the same. committee, reported 
bills of the following titles, accompanied by re- 
ports; which were read twice, and referred to & 
Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill for the relief of Wilmot Marsdon, of 


A bill for the relief of John Edmasson, — 
Mr. RATHBUN, from the same committee, 
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— 
rt upon the petition of Mary Ann 
sole e ermpanied by bill for her relief; which 
- coal twice, and referred to a Committee of | 
ha Whole House. 
Mr. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads 
nd Canals, reported two bills making appropri- 
. ns for certain improvements on the shores of 
we Michigan; which were read twice, and re- 
or to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. ‘ . ° 
Mr. 0. also reported bills making appropri- 
tions for certain improvements in the Territory 
“f lowa; which were read twice, and referred to 
+ Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
jon. 
- CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, on leave granted, (the hour 
for which the rules were suspended having ex- | 
ired,) reported a bill to amend and continue in | 
force the act incorporating the inhabitants of 
Washington; which was read twice, and referred | 
toa Committee of the Whole House; and, together 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 
inted. 
"Also, a bill to amend@ the charters of the Dis- 
trict banks, accompanied by a report. 
Mr. C. moved that the bill be referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole House, and that the bill |! 
and report be_ printed. 
Mr.McCAUSLEN was opposed to the printing 
of the report, and moved that the bill and report 
be laid upon the table. 
Upon this motion the yeas and nays were or- | 





dered. 
oor, CAMPBELL said he felt under the neces- ' 


sity of calling for the reading of the report, as it 
was not proper that the House should vote upon 
it in the dark. 
Mr. ADAMS objected to all further proceed- 
ings upon this subject, and called for the orders | 
of the day. ‘ 
The SPEAKER remarked that, the gentleman | 
not having made his objection at first, it could | 
not be entertained now. | 
Mr. BIDLACK raised a question of order. , 
This being petitidn day, the House had agreed 
to suspend the rules for one hour for the purpose | 
of receiving such reports from committees as | 
would cause no debate. That hour had expired, | 
and he contended that the indulgence granted to | 
the gentleman from South Carolina was under- | 
stood to be under the same limitation, viz: that | 
no debate should arise. 
The SPEAKER observed that the gentleman | 
had asked permission to make a report, and the | 
House acquiesced, without, in the opinion of the || 
Chair, any such condition or limitation. \| 
Mr. CAMPBELL said such was his own im- || 
pression; but, at the same time, he was not will- || 





ing to stand up in opposition to what seemed to | 
be the will of the House; and if permitted to do | 
so, he would withdraw the report, and bring it | 
up to-morrow. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said the question was || 
upon laying the bill and report on the table. He 
objected to its withdrawal. 
tr. CAMPBELL then again called for the 
reading of the report. 
Mr. McCAUSLEN said he was not disposed 
tothrow any unnecessary obstacle in the way, 
though he was opposed to the admission of the 


en because he believed it was not based upon | 
facts. | 


Mr. CAMPBELL said he insisted that the | 
gentleman should explain to the House what it 
was he meant when he said the report was not 
based upon facts. Did the gentleman mean to || 
cast censure upon the majority of the committee || 
wn McCAUSLEN said he did nothing of the | 

ind. | 
_And after some further conversation, the mo- | 
tion to lay on the table was withdrawn; and the jj 
bill was referred to a Committee of the Whole | 


House, and the bill and report ordered to be | 
printed. 





Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL then rose and moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution | 
offered on a former day by the gentleman from | 
Indiana, [Mr. Owen,] was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
_ Mr. WHITE said he would be compelled to | 
Insist Uhat the rules of debate should be strictly 


| 
OREGON. | 
| 


| 


__ THE 





| of reference not being debatable when made. 
| submitted whether a motion to reconsider that 


| would then be in the discretion of the committee 


| since he wrote that dispatch ? 


enforced in relation to this question, as the same 
subject was already before the Committee of the 
Whole, and would necessarily be there debated 
atlarge. He thought it would be improper, upon 
a mere motion to reconsider, that they should go 
into a general debate. 


Mr. WINTHROP suggested a point of order. 


| The gentleman from Indtana, [Mr. Ow EN,} ona | 
| former day, presented a resolution of his State, || 


which was referred to a committee; the question 


He 


vote was debatable? He believed the Chair had 
often ruled that such motion was not debatable, 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL inquired of the Chair |! 
whether a majority was sufficient to carry the || 
House into the Committee of the Whole, for the 
purpose of taking up the Oregon question ? | 
The SPEAKER replied that a majority was | 
sufficient to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
going into the Committee of the Whole; and it 


as to what subject should be taken up. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL moved a suspension 


| of the rules. 


Mr. WINTHROP demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and being taken, re- | 
sulted—yeas 89, nays 71. 

So the rules were suspended. 

On motion of Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamuin 
in the chair,) and took up the following resolu- 
tion, introduced by Mr. Owen, on the 4th of 
January, 1844, and reported back from the Com- || 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the 23d of the same || 


| month: 


Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That, 
in accordance with the provisions of the second article of a 


| convention between the United States of America and the 


King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, | 
of the 6th September, 1827, continuing indefinitely the pro 


visions of the third article of the convention of 20th Octo- 1] 


ber, 1818, relative to the joint occupancy, by Great Britain | 
and the United States of America, of certain lands on the | 
northwest coast of America, westward of the Stony mount- | 
ains, commonly called the territory of Oregon, the Presi- | 
dent of the United States be requested to give due notice 
of twelve months to the Government of Great Britain, that, 
after the expiration of the said term of notice, the United | 
States of America will annul and abrogate the said conven- | 
tion of the 6th September, 1827, so continuing the provi- | 
sions of the third article of the convention of 20th October, 
1818, as aforesaid. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL then addressed the | 
committee. This is a question of thirty vears’ 
standing; and these thirty years were full of cir- | 
cumstances each of themselves replete with argu- 
ment for allowing no more time to elapse without 
settling the question. At the treaty of Ghent, | 
some—and I beiieve a majority—of our commis- | 


|| sioners were willing to give England the free nav- 
Now, we have great || 


igation of the Mississippi. 
reason for insisting on the exclusive occupation 
of Oregon some thirty-five hundred miles further 
west than the Mississippi. In these thirty years 


| several States and Territories, inhabited by sev- 


eral millions of people, six hundred steamboats, 
and not less than eight or ten thousand watermen, 
were established in that Titan region of prodi- 
gious growth; while as many American vessels 


on the Pacific ocean, manned by twenty thou- | 


sand of the best seamen in the world, are the mar- 
itime appurtenances of the territory of Oregon. 
If, then, in 1823, Mr. Adams, then Secretary of 
State, in his letter to Mr. Gallatin, the American 
Minister in England, could, with great felicity of | 
diction, explain the importance of the northwest- 
ern territory—[here Mr. I. read a sentence from 
Mr. Adam’s dispatches]—how vastly and obvi- 
ously has the importance of the question become 


It is said to be a question of title, upon which 
I shall not dwell further than to state the princi- | 
ple, that title to wild territory of this description | 
depends upon first discovery, followed up by oc- 
cupation; and the discovery of the mouth of a 
river gives a right to all the regions watered by 


tory, and made it known to the American Gov- 
ernment, in a letter from her minister, claiming 
the Pacific ocean as a close sea, and announcing 


i 
| 
it. In 1822, Russia set up a title to this terri- | 


that any American vessel found in that ocean, on |, 


the northwest coast of America, would be seized | 
and confiscated. 


Now, he considered the Russian a much better | 
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| title than the English; bu 


| arch, was without foundation. 


409. 


t, as among gentlemen 
disputing, an assertion is not to be gainsayed by 
mere denial; so among nations, | presume, we 
are bound to take for granted, that when one as- 
serts a title, it believes that title well founded. In 
the instance of Maiae, Great Britain succeeded 
in depriving the United States of a considerable 
portion of their aboriginal territory, by asserting 
aright to it, which the English Prime Minister 
afterwards declared in Parliament that he had 
proof, in the handwriting of the English mon- 
1 would not no- 
tice this, or the corresponding acknowledgment 


| of amember of the House of Lords to the same 


effect, were it not this country, and particularly 


| the State from which I come, is generally, if not 


universally, charged with a breach of faith inthe 
repudiation of debts. The charge is wholly un- 
founded. All that has been done in Pennsylva- 


| Mia, under the pressure of a temporary inability 
| to comply with an unexpected amount of indebt- 


edness, has been to have recourse to promises to 
pay—the only approximation to a payment of 
public debt that England attempted to give for 
five and twenty years. There has been no repu- 


| diation of debt, or breach of faith in this coun- 


try, or any of its States; and as | deem national 
faith or honor, on all occasions, of the very first 
importance, so, especially, would I maintain our 
faith with England not only unimpaired, but be- 

ond the possibility of imputation or suspicion, 
My first reason, therefore, for thinking that no- 
tice should be given of our determination to put 
an end to the treaty of joint occupation, is, that, 
if we do anything at all, while that treaty con- 
tinues in force, we subject ourselves to, at least, 
the possibility of such imputation, 

Uberrima fides allissima fides should be our max- 
im, in dealing with a nation, the first officer of 
whose Government—and | presume he may be 
considered as one of the first gentlemen of the 
country—representing the honor, the truth, the 
probity of Great Britain, made the acknowledg- 
ment, with respect to another treaty which I 
have alluded to. This,if | mistake not, was the 
position, a year or two ago, on this subject, ofa 
distinguished Senator, lately appointed to the 
Department of State—who, | am happy to hear, 
is said to have accepted that appointment, and 
who will, therefore, have the pe of this ne- 
gotiation. I consider (as I understood him to 
have declared, and as his honorable colleague in 
the Senate insisted) that we can do nothing; that 
we cannot put in force the President’s recom- 
mendations, by establishing a territorial govern- 
ment in Oregon, a chain of military posts leading 
to it, or take any other step whatever toward the 
ultimate exclusive possession of that territory, 
till we have first put an end to the treaty by which 
we authorized England to hold and use the joint 
occupation for any purpose whatever. 

My next position is a constitutional stand of 
scarcely less importance than national character 





| for pure and irreproachable good faith; and that 
| is, that the treaty-making power is not competent 
| to part with any portion of the American territory 
| without the consent of Congress. I therefore de- 
sire the action of this House on this momentous 
| occasion; and I call upon every republican mem- 
ber of it, whatever his party affiliation may be, 
to support this great position of popular sover- 
eignty. Especially do I call upon the honorable 
| gentleman from Massachusetts from the Boston 
| district, [Mr. Wivturop;] indeed, upon ail the 
| members from Massachusetts, and upon ail others, 
without distinction of party, (for this is no party 

uestion,) who fear what that gentleman (Mr. 


| INTHROP] has denounced as the stealthy annex- 
|| ation of Texas to this Union, by the clandestine 
|| contrivance of a treaty, to take their station on 


| 


| this Oregon question, and prepare this House and 


the country for the dreaded annexation of Texas, 
| by interposing to express the sentiment of the 
country as represented here upon the Oregon ques- 
tion. I shail quote you very high authority—the 
highest with a large party in this House, and very 
high with me—that of a most distinguished and 
illustrious citizen of the West, for denying that 
the Executive is authorized by the treaty-making 
power to part with any portion of the American 
territory. [Mr.I. here read from the National 
Intelligencer a resolution submitted to the House 
of Representatives, on the 3d April, }820, by Mr. 
Clay, on the Florida treaty, to the effect of what he: 























































* 















A 






SBA te ON AR RT Ie Ame 


ttn ls ta Ste Qe) om 

















= 


stated above.} This treaty-making power isa tre- | 


mendous engine in the hands of any Executive. 
Let us not, by any inconsiderate or negligent mis- 
conduct, add to its formidable force. All the Exec- 
utives have, for many years, dispensed with that 
part of the Constitution which requires them to 
take the advice of the Senate. The House of Rep- 
resentatives is allowed no action whatever on the 
subject of a treaty, in limine. The community 
are suffered to know nothing about it. It is sent 
in eut and dry to the Sengte, and there often voted 
for by those who, if advised with beforehand, 
would never have assented. 

The treaty of Washington was consummated 
in this way against the wishes of nearly the 
whole State of Maine, where parties emulated 
each other in ardent opposition to it, till it was 
at last put upon them, and upon us all, by con- 
trivances which I have no disposition, at this late 
day, to stigmatize as I believe they deserve. One 
of the greatest events in modern times—the quin- 
tuple treaty, by which what is called the right of 
search, would have been fastened upon the mar- 
itime world, and this country left alone to contend 
single handed against nearly all of Europe, and 
even great part of America—was arrested by the 
action of the French Chamber of Deputies, and 
completely defeated after the treaties had been 
signed, and were sent to France merely for ratifi- 


opinion upon that serious alternative—the last 
resort of nations. The peculiar relations between 
Great Britain and the United States are known to 
us all. Kindred and neighbor nations are those 
always most liable to come to blows. Resent- 
ment for the only two wars the United States 
have ever been compelled to wage is by no means 
extinct in the bosoms of the American people; 
and while the British press, and even the Parlia- 
ment,and other exponents of national animosity, 
continually teem with torrents of this ungenerous 
feeling towards us, it is not to be wondered at 
that there is a pervading sentiment of defiance 


almost universal—or at least very general—in | 
| this country against England. 


For one, I never 
feed or foment this feeling, and believe I do not 
even partake of it; but | am free to say that I do 
not deem it/an unwholesome antipathy, or one 
that I would altogether suppress; for, after all, 
what is American reliance for national independ- 
ence, vindication, and honor, but that spirit of 
national resistance to contumely, as well as ag- 
gression, which there is but one nation in the 
world that seems to delight in bestowing upon 
us? Far from deprecating their abuse, | repeat 


| that I consider it wholesome counteraction of that 


cation. I therefore entreat the Representatives of | 


the people in this House to seize this occasion 
for asserting that popular right which I consider 
implies the duty of its assertion to make known 
to the Executive whatever may be the public sen- 
timent upon the Oregon question. 

It is due to the Executive to make known to 
the House that the late Secretary of State took a 
totally different view of this question. I hold in 
my hand his official letter addressed to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, strongly objecting to 
the course | now recommend. 

Mr. ADAMS requested Mr. [ncersou to read 
the letter, which he sent to the Clerk, who read it 
to the effect stated by him. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. But upon the ma- 
turest consideration that | have been able to give 
this subject, | cannot entertain a doubt that, in- 
stead of detriment to the negotiation, a resolu- 
tion of this House must, on the contrary, strength- 
en the President’s hands, abridge his discretion, 
and greatly tend to bring it to a satisfactory re- 
sult. 

Will there, then, be anything irregular—insult- 
ing, as has been suggested—or in any way im- 

roper towards the British Government or their 
Minister, lately arrived here, in this House re- 
solving that the President ought to give notice of 
our determination to close the treaty at the end of 
a year, according to its own provision? I cannot 
conceive that there will be any such effect. To 
the Government, to the Minister, or to the gen- 
tleman in his individual capacity, who should be 
treated with the utmost courtesy and considera- 
tion, it is inconceivable to me how there can be 
anything offensive in signifying to him, at once, 
that whatever may be the result of the negotia- 
tion, we are so much iIn.earnest for action, we 
trust pacific action, and the end of this long-pend- 
ing controversy, that asa first step to that end, 
we give notice, as authorized, that the treaty for 
joint occupation will cease a year hence. 

A most unfounded and preposterous impression 
has been industriously inculcated, that such no- 
tice is the way to war—the first step to hostili- 
ties. Lutterly deny it. [Mr. I. here read from 
the correspondence on this subject, an expression 
of Mr. Huskisson, to the effect that it was im- 
possible that two such nations would rush into 
conflict for such a cause of quarrel.] I entirely 
concur in this sentiment. [ cannotimpute to Great 
Britain so barbarous and inhuman a readiness for 
hostilities; and as to us, there can be no war 
without an act of Congress. There may be col- 
lision. There may be conflict. There may be 
numerous homicides in this disputed territory, as 
I understand there have already been several hun- 
dred American citizens put to death there; but no 
war has ensued, and no war can ensue, without 
the deliberate action of both branches of Congress 
and the Executive, in a deliberate and solemn 
declaration. 

I shall not be deterred, however, by any of the 
usual homilies upon the horrors of war, from go- 
ing further, and, without reserve, declaring an | 


idolatrous veneration which pervades certain 
classes of the American community in regard to 
England. I would not curb or crib that spirit of 
restless enterprise, of roving ambition, of love of 
danger, of action, and of frequent quarrel, which 
are, perhaps, national characteristics. It is not 
because we came from a pilgrim stock. With 
reverence be it said, it was not alone the piety of 
our forefathers which laid, broad and deep, the 
foundations of American independence, power, 
union, and prosperity; it was conflict, perpetual 
conflict with dangerous elements, with savage 
enemies, with boundless forests, with all the diffi- 
culties of early settlement, which made the people 
of these States what they are, and are destined to 
be, unless this spirit be quenched; and this is the 
spirit which roams from New England to the 
tocky Mountains, and beyond them, and which 
is never content, like the aboriginal inhabitants 
of this vast country, without immense elbow- 
room: which, whether Pilgrim, Quaker, Catho- 
lic, Huguenot, is perpetually seeking for new 
homes, fresh adventures, and never satisfied but 
in a state of incessant contention and conquest. 
What do we want with so much land? is a 
question frequently asked; but why was it not 
asked of Columbus, or Cabot, or Boone? It is 
too late to ask itnow. It has been long too late; 
and may we never see the day when this restless, 
roaming spirit of enterprise and adventure shall 
be no longer an American characteristic. We 
may fill the country with people; but what sort 
of people will they be if they cannot take care of 
themselves? The gentleman from Illinois now 
near me, [Mr. Wentwortu,] is, | believe, a very 
young man, though, 1 hope, he has done grow- 
ing. Let him live to be a member of this House 
fifty years hence, which he may do if he lives to 
the age of the venerable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Apams,] and he may live to see 
fifty million people inhabiting the valley of the 
Mississippi. 
unambitious, inglorious people, what will their 
numbers avail them for protection from the first 
invader that may choose to become their master ? 
Will they not, like the inhabitants of India or 


China, be subject to British or any other con- 


quests by any warlike people? 

As a free, we shall be a fortified nation. Our 
only reliance is a martial and indomitable spirit. 
Who that takes a proper view of the cheapest 
and best defense of this country, would put an 
end to that spirit by teaching it to hesitate one 
instant at going to war, if necessary? Wars of 
aggression are almost impracticable with our in- 
stitutions; but the peace of submission would be 
more fatal to American freedom than any war. 
The gentleman to whom I have already alluded, 
{Mr. Wenrwortu,] in the course of his speech 
on this subject, used some strong expressions, 
importing defiance and conflict with Great Brit- 
ain; and I confess, for my own part, that 1 am 
never much pained by what is sometimes termed 
such western gascon. Town pigmy as I am, I 
never saw a mountain, a lake, or a prairie; but I 


acknowledge it is rather with pleasure than other- | 
wise that | listened to the large language which | 


But, if they are an inert, supine, | 
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our English calumniators continuall 
braggarts; for when the proof has never failed to 
be forthcoming that the language I allude i, . 
not mere vaporing, but that there is a noble o . 
and invincible patriotism at all times ; = 
back it, it is at least a pardonable infirm; 
Franklin said that the American national eymbe 
should not be an eagle, but a turkey; hetenees 
though he swaggers, he will fight, too, and i, 
ready at all times to fly at anything in scarlet : 
Peace! certainly, peace, by all means. |; ;, 
idle to read us homilies on the virtues of Seeee: 


y brand a; 


rompt 4 


| Every one acknowledgesthem. But when I have 


heard or read (as I have, in connection with th, 
proceedings of another body on this Subject) of 
the dreadful horrors of war, the delightful attrac. 


| tions of peace, of political charity, national loys 


and other such tryisms, it reminded me of ¢), 
well-known sentence that all men are born fro, 
and equal, of the inestimable virtues of free trad, 
and various other abstractions—all good in th, 
concrete, but, when we come to concoct them 
not so unquestionably efficacious. 

Within a short time past, the captain of a Bri. 
ish ship-of-war—one Lord George Paulet—pa¢ 
seized upon the principal sea-port of the Sand. 
wich Islands, declaring that he did so by orders 
of his Government; and, though it disavowed his 
transgression, yet there certainly were, at one 
time, reasons for supposing that he must haye 
been authorized in making that insufferable gejz. 
ure. Now, if it had been so, no love of peace! 
should restrain me one instant from seizing oy 
the whole disputed territory of Oregon, manu forti, 
as an actof avowed retaliation; and | would hay, 
declared to the British Government that, until 
they released their hold upon the half-way house 
at which our commerce refreshed itself betwee 
America and Asia, I never would let go the ter. 
ritory of Oregon, be the consequences what they 
might. ; 

Again: I speak here as an individual, not by 
any authority—not as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs—with no pretensions \ 
better knowledge of the real state of affairs than 
is common to those who read the newspapers and 
gather the current intelligence of the day. Ac- 
cording to this intelligence, I have understood 
that, upon the downfall of Espartero in Spain, 
and his flight to England, there was so much 
apprehension in Cuba that the authority of that 
island might not be peaceably transferred from 
the agents of Espartero’s appointment to thos: 
deputed to supersede them, the Spanish Govern: 
ment requested assistance from ours, in case of 
need. 1 do not pretend to state this asa fact. | 
do not know whether it was so; but putting ite 
a supposed case, 1 have no hesitation in saying 
that no love of peace or dread of war, shoud 
have deterred me for an instant, if it depended on 
me to prevent British interference with the change 
of governmentin Cuba at all hazards. 

With respect to the much apprehended annex- 
ation of Texas, I think proper to add, in this 
connection, that there, again, | would give Great 
Britain to understand that that is exclusively an 
American question, and a question upon our own 
continent, and concerning our own continent, 
with which England has nothing to do, and with 
which we would not suffer her to have anything 
todo. With Mexico, I would be forbearing \o 
the last extremity; but with England, prompt, \o 
let her know that her interference would not be 
submitted to. 

There had been laid upon their table, within a 
few days past, a very curious evidence of the lia- 
bility of this country to be involved in a war Wit 
England. It appeared that the Colonization So- 
ciety, which it was well known had, for some 
years past, been endeavoring to establish colo- 
nies of emancipated blacks on the coast of Africa, 
ata place called Liberia, had found it necessary 
to call upon the Executive of this country for its 
interference; and a correspondence had taken 
place between the late Secretary of State and the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs of the British Gov- 
ernment, upon questions arising from the circum- 
stance that the English were preventing, by force, 
the extension of the settlements made. by the Col- 
onization Society, because, as they alleged, it in- 
terfered with their trade. 

These settlements, however, were individual 
concerns, and the Government had nothing to do 


on 
eth, 


we sometimes hear and read from those whom . with them. He mentioned this merely as an in- 
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Aance to show how easy it would be to produce 
conflict between this country and Great Britain. 
He would never be in favor of a war of aggres- 


jon, nor of a peace of submission. Everybody 
sjOMs ‘ 


yas aw fe 
a all sides by British power. 


{| 


i} 


are of the fact, that we were surrounded | 


We had heard a great deal of the tap of the 


British drum beating round the whole globe, from 
post to post; and it is true enough that from the 
Bahamas to Oregon and Canada, and so round 
to Nova Scotia, we 

ower. A conffict with that power, it would be 
folly either to court or provoke; but equal weak- 
‘ | conceive, to deprecate or shrink from. 


ess, as . ; 
Sane be found the way to peace. No 


That will never 


we are environed by British | 


man admires or respects the English nation more | 


than Ido. No one has more reason to venerate 
them, for I believe every drop of my blood is 
English; and, ag I have been very often re- 


roached, some of itcomes from a Tory ancestor. | 


4|| that I would ask, in the relations of this coun- 
ary with Great Britain is, that we should treat her 


as we do other foreign nations. 


And now, in conclusion, I mean, Mr. Speaker, | 
to make—what I rarely indulge in—a party ap- | 


peal. We are on the eve of a presidential elec- 
tion; the Whole country is divided into parties on 
that absorbing topic. Disclaiming, as I do, the 


inquiry | am about to make with any view what- | 


ever to the presidential question, or as a mere 


party question, I am nevertheless anxious to | 


know whether we are to present to the foreigner 
an undivided front on the Oregon controversy? 
Certain indications in another part of this Capitol 


have given cause to apprehend that the support- || 
ers of an illustrious citizen of the West for the | 


next Presidency are not disposed to act immedi- 
ately, or, as I conceive and I believe the Execu- 
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statesman, taken altogether, would not bear the | 
inference the gentleman had drawn. As he un- 
derstood the remarks alluded to, they were made 
in reply toa reprogeh that had been cast upon 
Mr. Websterand our Government, of being guilty 
of bad faith, or a suppressio veri. It was to prove 
the unfoundedness of such acharge as that to 
which the honorable gentleman had alluded, that 
the remark was made. Lord Brouzham defended 
Mr. Webster from the charge of having acted in 
bad faith with the British Government; and his de- 
fense was to this effect: Ina matter of diplomacy 
no negotiator, when making a treaty in regard toa 
disputed territory, was bound to take in his hand | 
all the maps which make against the claim of his | 
own country. 


ginal map of Dr. Franklin, with the doctor’s red 
lines upon it, it was any conclusive evidence of 
the British title, and he denied that it was the 
duty of Mr. Webster to bring it out. In further | 
answer to the charge against Mr. Webster, he 
stated that there was a map in the possession of 
the British Government, which had been removed 
from the British Museum to the Foreign office, 
on which, inthe handwriting of George III., was 
marked out, as the true boundary, the lines 
claimed by the American Government. But there 
was as good reason to believe that the first men- 
tioned map was the map of Dr. Franklin, as that 


| the one with the marks in the handwriting of | 


George III. was Mr. Oswald’s map. But the 
honorable gentleman told the House that the dis- 


| memberment of Maine by this treaty was made | 


tive Government is of opinion we should act, with | 


immediate and earnest determination to close this 
long continued controversy. 


I therefore take the | 


liberty of calling upon the friends of Mr. Clay | 


on this floor to let the country know what is to 
be expected from them respecting Oregon? Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Clay got us into the difficulty of 
the joint occupation by treaty, and | desire to 


against the unanimous dissent of the people of | 
Maine. He should like to know where was the | 
unanimous dissent of Maine against this treaty. | 
The commissioners of Maine were on the spot. | 


He denied that, if Mr. Webster |! 
had known that the map referred to was the ori- || 


all 


side. The gentleman thought that this might 
counteract what he was pleased to term an idola- 
trous disposition in some portion of the people of 
this country as regarded Great Britain. Now, in 
his opinion, if there was anything in this country 
worthy of being rebaked, it was the disposition 
to sow the seeds of perpetual war with Great Brit- 
ain; to indulge in reproaches against her, and to 
seek for an opportunity of fanning the flames o 

discord between that country and this. ‘The hon- 
orable gentleman concluded his remarks with an 
appeal to party feelings; and he was almost tempted 
to charge upon him a design to promote the in- 
terests of his party by exciting hostile feelings 
towards England. It was in vain to deny that 
there was a disposition on the part of the majority 
in the House to taunt the minority with subser- 


ge 


viency to Great Britain. 


Mr. W. here recounted an anecdote ofa painter, 
who could paint a red lion very well, and could 
paint nothing else; consequently, he took every 
opportunity of working in his favorite study. 
The Democratic party (he said) was like this 
painter; they must bring out the red lion on all 
occasions. On the Maine boundary question; on 
the Oregon question; the Texas question; and, 
indeed, on almost every other question, they must 
have a red lion to alarm and terrify the country. 
This was not a party question; it was one of 
boundary only. 

Some conversational explanations were here 
made by Mr. WINTHROP and McCONNELL, 
and the SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the gentleman’s hour. 

Mr. ELMER said he rose not to make aspeech, 
but merely to give very briefly the reasons which 
would influence the vote he should hereafter be 
called on to give on this subject. Agreeing in 


They prepared a labored argument against the | opinion with the majority of the Committee on, 


treaty; but what did they do afterwards? Why, 
they gave their assent to it. 


any dissent expressed to this treaty till after it 


| was made? 


know what they are disposed to do to help us | 


outofit. I by no means mention this as matter 
of reproach. It might have happened to any 
Administration; but it is a fact, and as such 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, announcing 
that Mr. I.’s hour had expired. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had no idea of 
making anything like an elaborate or labored re- 
ply to the speech of the honorable gentleman who 
had just taken hisseat. He was greatly in hopes 
that some other member of the House, and he 





Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, on leave, explained. 
He had said nothing in regard to the manner in 
which the treaty was made; but the gentleman 
provoked him to say: that, while the negotiations 
were going on, he was, from day to day, informed 
in his place, by a gentleman, then a member of 
this iain from Maine, that all this brought 


‘about by tricks practiced on the Maine commis- 


wouldsay of the Massachusetts delegation, would | 


have taken the floor. 


Mr. SCHENCK said if the gentleman would | 


give way, he would move that the committee | 


rise. 


Mr. WINTHROP said he was afraid he should 


not get another opportunity; he must be par- | 


doned, therefore, for declining to give way, as he 


was desirous of saying a few words on this in- | 


teresting question. He did not regard it as a 
mere western question. 


If there was any claim |. 
to that country on the ground of discovery, they | 


of the East were entitled to the credit of being | 


the discoverers. 
eastern enterprise that it was opened to the Amer- 


ican people. The gentleman had indulged in no | 


very protracted discussion of the British treaty, 
but he had made a remark utterly unnecessary 
and unfounded. It was, that one of the British 
prime ministers had declared that his Govern- 
ment had obtained a large portion of the Ameri- 
can territory with a perfect knowledge, from doc- 
uments in sheie own possession, that they had no 
claimtoit. Now,he denied the fact. He denied 


It was by eastern energy and || 


that any such inference could be drawn from the | 


remarks of Lord Brougham to which the gentle- 
man referred. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the remark that 


the British Government had obtained a portion | 
of Maine, to which they had no rightful claim, | 


was made in the House of Commons, and not by 
Lord Brougham in the House of Lords; but Lord 
Brougham did say that they (the British Govern- 
ment) had not a leg to stand upon. 

Mr. WINTHROP said he had not Lord 
Brougham’s speech at hand to refer to, but he 
would undertake to say that the remarks of that 


} 
| 


| 
| 
| 


{ 


| occupancy must cease ! 


| inet. 


sioners as disgraceful as 


Mr. WINTHROP. I mean no disrespect to the 





gentleman from Pennsylvania; but he believed | 


that Mr. Webster was as incapable of practicing 
tricks as himself. 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. I do not think so. 


Mr. WINTHROP continued: The gentleman | 
talked about private conversations. Why did not | 
the gentleman who gave him this information | 


make it public? An attempt had been made in 
Maine and in Massachusetts, since the treaty 


was made, to get- up an opposition to it; but it | 
He undertook to say that | 


had signally failed. j 
when the treaty was made, the people of Massa- 
chusetts and Maine were unanimously in favor 
of it. 

Mr. W. deprecated the passage of a resolution 
like the one under consideration, at a time when 
a special minister had just arrived from England 
to settle the question of the title to the territory 
in dispute. What a moment was this, he asked, 


for giving the twelve months’ notice that the joint | 
The negotiations would | 


have probably been entered on before this, had it 
not been for the lamentable accident which de- 
prived the President of two members of his cab- 


Mr. Calhoun had 
already expressed his opinions; and at the last 
session he said that time was all we wanted; that 


upon this question, all the country needed to se- | 
| cure possession of the territory was, quoting the 
language of Edmund Burke, a ** wise and mas- | 


terly inactivity.’”? The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania spoke with a good deal of emphasis of the 
tone of hostility manifested by the British press 
against this country; and particularly deprecated 
the feeling displayed towards the State he repre- 
sented. 


Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. I donot deprecate it. | 


Mr. WINTHROP. Well,I do. I regret that 
any such a temper should be manifested on either 


What motive could there be for this pre- | 
| cipitancy, after this joint occupancy had been in 
existence for thirty years ? 


Foreign Affairs, that it is inexpedient at this time 


How, then, was || for this House to interfere in this matter, and 


| disagreeing with his honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incersout,] the chairman 
of that committee, he was desirous, for personal 
reasons, to state the grounds of his opinion. 
|| Reference had been made, in this debate, and 
|! on other oceasions, in this House, to the outy 
|| of Washington, which settled our dispute with 
|| Great Britain respecting our northeastern bound- 
ary; and a disposition has been shown by seve- 
ral gentlemen to find fault with that treaty. That 
|| treaty, in his Opinion, was a good treaty, and 
| such, he believed, was the opinion of his con- 
stituents of all parties. The Administration 
which negotiated that treaty had acquired and 
deserved the confidence of the country by nego- 
| tiating it. The same Administration was about 
to engage in a negotiation respecting the territory 
of Gregon; and a distinguished gentleman, who 
‘| deserved and enjoyed the confidence of the peo- 
|| ple, had been selected to conduct the negotiation 
‘| on our part. It was undoubtedly proper for this 
House, representing the feelings and opinions of 
the people, whenever any emergency might re- 
quire it, to express its opinion upon such ques- 
| tions; but there ought to be some very pressing 
reason for it. The Executive was perfectly com- 
|| petent—indeed it belonged to that branch of the 
|, Government—to give the notice referred to. If 
|| they had confidence in the Executive, why should 
|| they interfere? That confidence there did not 
|| seem any good reason to withhold; and unless 
they ought to withhold it in this matter, there 
was no good reason why they should interfere 
| now, on the very eve of a negotiation which may 
|| probably settle the whole difficulty. : 
|| Mr. MORSE said he rose merely to notice a 
remark made by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
|| nia, (Mr. C. J. Iveersott,) which he was satis- 
|| fied would be entirely new to the people of the 
|| State of Maine—he alluded to the statement that 
| her commissioners were overreached in the set- 
tlement of the boundary question. The gentle- 
| man from Pennsylvania said the commissioners 
were driven into it by trickery but he would tell 
|| the House that the people of Maine knew what 
|| they were about when they elected their commis- 
|| sioners. They elected men of high standing— 
| men who were known throughout the State for 
| their intellectual attainments, and their moral 
|| character; and yet such were the men, who, (hav- 
ing come here, and given a united assent to the 
treaty,) they were told at this late day, had been 
pressed into it by mere trickery. 
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Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had used no 
such language, or he was grossly mistaken. He 
neither said *‘trickery’’ nor “ trick,’’ nor any- 
thing like it; but in answer to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, he spoke of the statement of the 

entlemen that he brought in 

Mr. MORSE said he had not misunderstood 
the gentleman. 

' Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL. And that tricks were 
racticed, as he said, in the Senate of the United 
states. He repeated, that he was told every day, 

as things went on, by a gentleman then repre- 

senting a district of the State of Maine, how 
things went on before the negotiation got into the 

Senate. He was told that there were means 














brought in to influence the commissioners from | 


Maine. However, asa challenge had been thrown 


out, he would now, if he had not said so before, | 
that there wes a desperate and a dirty trick | 


sa 
= would repeat, that he was told there was a 
desperate and a dirty trick practiced on the Gov- 
ernor of Maine; and that it would be exposed. 
Mr. MORSE did not now understand that the 
explanation altered the state of the facts as he had 
before understood them. He then went on to state 
who were the commissioners, and the high char- 
acters they bore; and then proceeded to another 
statement, as he aiamnoal it, of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He said they were told that 
this treaty had received the dissent of all parties 
in Maine. That wasnewtohim. He happened 


to be a member of the State Legislature at the || 


time, and had some little influence in electing 
those commissioners; and he took care to ascer- 
tain what were the feelings of the people. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said he had never 
made such a remark. 
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|| a period of thirty years, we had acquiesced in a 


joint occupancy; and he thought it would be well 


pointed to fill the place of Secfetary in whom all 


parties had confidence, upon this question atleast | 


—to leave the matter to their negotiation for the 
present. He would put off the evil day as long 


as possible; and, if come it must, he would ven- | 


ture to say that they were not the purest patriots 
who made the most clamor. 
Mr. KENNEDY, of Indiana, said, being from 
the West himself, he thought that he was suffi- 
ciently acquainted with the sentiments of the 
| western people to venture to declare what those 
sentiments were. The West, he believed, was 
prepared to maintain her right. They were led 
to believe that the territory which had been sur- 
rendered up by the treaty of Washington, was 
| the property of the United States; and they would 
| never consent that a similar surrender should be 
made in reference to this western territory. If 
| Maine choose to allow herself to be dismembered, 
| it was her own affair; but if an attempt were 
|| made to divest the United States of this western 
region, they would never consent to be so dis- 
‘| membered. He did not regard it as exclusively 
a western question, but as a national one. He 
believed that the territory was of right ours; and, 
|| if so, why should not Congress so declare, and 
give notice to Great Britain to quit the posses- 
sion? If they were desirous of negotiating, let 
| them do so; but let it be with the understanding 
| that not an acre of ground was to be given up. 
| Mr. WHITE had no intention, at this late 
| hour, to make a speech on the subject, and would 
|| not have said a word had it not been for one or 
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—especially as a minister was here empowered || well as Mr. Adams, was in the Cabine 


to treat, and a gentleman had recently been ap- || 


The CHAIRMAN inquired if the gentleman || 


from Maine gave way ? 
Mr. MORSE said if he had misrepresented the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, he would give way | 
for a correction. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said the gentleman | 


from Maine had egregiously misrepresented him || 


altogether. 

Mr. MORSE said he did not give way for a | 
personal altercation. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL explained, that he 
said there was opposition to the treaty in Maine, 
and a contest who should go ahead in opposition 
to the treaty; not that there was opposition after 
the treaty was made. 

Mr. MORSE then went on to notice Mr. In- 
GERSOLL’s remarks on the war spirit of the coun- 
try, and remarked that it could not be possible 
that there was nothing worthy the energies of 
this people but a spirit of war. He called the 
attention of the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to the commerce of the country, the | 
internal improvements of the country, and other 


things which he deemed more worthy of the atten- || 


tion of the people of this country than the war 
spirit of which the gentleman had spoken. As 
to the Oregon territory, if it were ours—and of || 
that he had no doubt—we shall have it; but he | 
could not give his assent to the war spirit which 
it was attempted to excite. 

Mr.SCHENCK did not feel disposed to occupy 
the attention of the House with any argument at 
large on the subject which then engaged the at- 
tention of the House. He had not the desire to 
do so; nor had he so considered it as to entitle 
him long to occupy the attention of the House. 
Byt this had been spoken of as peculiarly a west- 
ern question; and as no other gentleman had risen 
to speak to that point, he had felt bound to make 


| two sentences in the remarks of the honorable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. C. J. Incer- 


|| plain, as a majority of the House had a right to 


| it to show that he was totally unprepared. 


| Vania in the wide range he had taken. He would 


_ obligations, and in relation to the title to this ter- 
| ritory; and though attempts had been made, for 


| our claims, he repudiated it, and repeated that 


_ subject, and that was, that our title was beyond 


| was willing to surrender an acre of the territory. 


soLtu.] The debate had sprung up very unex- 
pectedly to him. No member could have sup- 
posed that on Monday (petition day) the rules 
would have been suspended, and a debate of this 
nature have come up. Of this he did not com- 


change the order of business; but he mentioned 
He 
did not intend, in the few remarks he was about 
to make, to follow the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


not follow him in his remarks in relation to the 
treaty of Washington, and to Lord Ashburton, 
nor what he said in relation to the title of the 
United States to the territory of Oregon. His 
object in rising was mainly to respond to one or 
two sentences of the gentleman’s remarks; and, 
had it not been for them, he would not have said 
a word. But, inasmuch as the gentleman had, 
after going through his very interesting discourse, 
in very much of which he entirely concurred, in 
relation to the powers of the Government and its 


party purposes, to inculcate the idea that there 
was a party in this country disposed to surrender 


there was but one opinion in the country on that 


dispute, and should never be surrendered. It 
was idle to talk about our title at this day. No 
one disputed it; and no one, so far as he knew, 


There was, however, no such question before 
the House or the country. Did the gentleman 
believe that there was a party in this country dis- 
posed to fold their arms while Great Britain took 


a 
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renewed in the administration of Mr. Adap - 
when Mr. Clay was Secretary of State: )y: wit 
a sagacious foresight they did not agree tha: . 
should continue, as before, for ten years; but ag 
vided that it should cease upon a year’s notice), 
either party. Now, he would ask the eentlema. 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Indi. 
ana, where was their favorite candidate for the 
Presidency, Mr. Van Buren, when this treaty Was 
| made? Why, he was in the Senate of the United 
States, and consented to the ratification. He did 
not mean to censure Mr. Van Buren for this; for 
he believed that he acted on that occasion one 
statesman should have done. Mr. Van Burey 
| knew that it was not a time to go to war with 
England, though he thought and knew that Ore. 
gon was our territory. He thought and knew 
that, while our population would be continually 
| pouring into it, thatof Great Britain would remain 
| stationary, and thus, in time, we should have q 
| sure and peaceable possession of it. 

Asa sagacious and prudent statesman, Mr. Van 
Buren was willing to sanction the treaty, and 
| waive for a time our possession, though he would 
not yield any portion of our title. Mr. W. then 
| went on to notice the various negotiations that 
_had taken place since, in relation to the territory, 
_and asked why it was that Mr. Van Buren, while 
Minister to England and Secretary of State, and 
lastly President, had not insisted upon our hay- 
ing immediate possession? He asked why this 
claim to immediate possession had not been in- 
| sisted on in General Jackson’s time? He did not 
| believe that Mr. Van Buren would be disposed to 
surrender an inch of the territory; but he wished 
to put him on the same platform that the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania had put Messrs. Adams 
and Clay. After some further remarks, Mr. W, 
| asked how this negative resolution got before the 
House? Why, it got here by the vote of a ma- 
| jority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, six 

Secanenin, and three Whigs who negatived it. 

The committee, in giving this vote, did not de- 
clare that our title to the country was question- 
able, or that we should surrender any portion of 
it; but simply that, when a negotiation was about 
| to commence on the subject, it was Inexpedient to 

give the notice to the British Government, that 
the joint occupancy ‘must cease. For one, he was 
| ready to maintain the position he held in thecom- 
mittee; and that was, though he believed our title 
to be beyond dispute, and would not surrender 
an acre of the territory, yet he was not willing, 
on the eve of important negotiatjons, to rush into 
such a summary course of procdedings. He was 
under no apprehensions that, at this time, the 
country could be so gulled and so stupefied as t 
be made to believe, on the eve of a presidential 
election, that there was any party in the country 
disposed to surrender any portion of this terri- 
| tory, out of fear or affection for England. 
He spoke of the allusion to Mr. Clay’s posi- 
tion on this subject, and said, judging from the 
| lifeand renowned deeds of that distinguished man, 
he had no hesitation in saying that he would be 
where he was in 1812, in 1820, in 1832, and at 
other great and trying periods—he would be on 
the side of his country, where he had always 
been in her days of trial and of danger; and the 
friends of that great statesman, too, would be 
found side by side defending the interests and 


| honor of their country. 


one or two observations. He deemed the Oregon, 
then, as much an eastern as a western question. 
Both Philadelphia and Boston had better access | 
to it than Ohio. 

They had been informed that the committee to 
whom this subject had been referred, had reported 


possession of the territory? Did he believe that 
there was such a spirit in the House, or that there 
was a man to be found so craven, and'so careless 
of the rights of his country, as to be willing to || then rose and reported progress; and the House 
surrender this land to any foreign Power? Why, || adjourned. 

then, all this clamor as to who was for Oregon, |! 
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The CHAIRMAN here apprised the gentleman 
that his hour had expired. 


The committee, on motion of Mr. WELLER, 
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that it was inexpedient at this time to interfere 
with this matter—not that the title of this coun- 
ury to Oregon was given up, for that was believed 
to be well established. He believed this country 
had a clear and certain right to that territory of 
Oregon, but he did not consider that a conclusion 
of that kind involved the necessity at this time to 
take a step which would be discourteous in itself 
toa foreign nation, and which might lead to a 
conflict with any foreign nation. {| 
He believed that we had the right; but, at the || 
same time, it was an acknowledged fact, that, for |! 


and who was not? The question before the House 
was not a question of right or of title, but it was 
the naked question whether the Government 
should, at this time, annul the article in the treaty 
of 1818, that provides for the joint occupancy of 
the territory. That was the only question. 
There was another remark he regretted as com- 
ing from the gentleman; and that was, that Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Clay got this country into the 
difficulty it was in, in consequence of this joint 
occupancy. He asked when this principle of joint 
occupancy first became the supreme law of the 


The foliowing petitions presented to-day were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 


By Mr. DUNLAP: The memorial of merchants, sbip- 
' owners, and others, of Portland, Maine, praying an appro- 
priation to complete the breakwater in the harbor of that 

lace. ~ 

, By Mr. WENTWORTH : The petition of five hundred 
citizens of Chicago, in favor of a canal around the falls of 
Sault Ste. Marie; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Roads and Canals. : 

Also, a petition of one hundred citizens of Buffalo Grove, 
Ogle county, in favor of a reduction of the present rate of 
| postage, and an abolition of the franking privilege ; which 
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was sania to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


heads McCLERNAND: The petition of numerous cit- 
ae Edwards county, Illinois, praying Congress to 
= ~ rovision for the deficieney of certain school sec- 
wake Paid county ; Which was referred to the Committee 
Ww 
on Public Lands. 3 a ' 
Mr. CALDWELL: The petition and proof of the 
h os of Isaiah Hadon, deceased, asking compensation for 
ae which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
onary Claims. ne c ¥ 
uae Me. GRIDER: The petition of Martin Moody, for a 
nsiod 3 which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 


hy Mr. HAYS: Two petitions, from Crawford and Mer- || 


sor counties, Western Pennsylvania, for an extension of the 
ool road from the Laure! hill to the harbor of Presque 
tae, on Lake Erie ; which were referred to the Committée 
on Roads and Canals. * 

By Mr. REDING: The petition of James M. Rix and 
seven hundred and thirty-six others, citizens of Coos county, 
New Hampshire—being a majority of the legal voters of 
said county—praying fora reduction in the rates ot post- 
age, and the abolition of the franking privilege ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
en the petition of fifty-five citizens of Ashburnham, 
Massachusetts, and fifteen citizens of New Ipswich, New 
Hampshire, praying for the establishment of a post route 
from the former to the latter named place ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the, Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Ry Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: The memorial of Willian 
$. Wait, and four hundred and sixty-five others, citizens of 
Bond county, Illinois, asking Congress to make liberal and 
adequate appropriations for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi riverand its tributaries, the harbors on the lakes, and 
forthe completion of the Cumberland or great national 


andthe millions of people directly interested in the im- 
provements prayed for, and the importance to the whole 
nation, it speedy and efficient action by Congress for the 
protection of the interests of the long-neglected and suffer- 
ing West; Which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to which were referred 
bills making Appropriations for the above objects. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Jameson and 
sixty one others, citizens of Muskingum and Guernsey 
countieg, praying, lL. A full and explicit confession of sin 
against the God of the whole earth, in having disregarded 


ices, in the revolutionary war, of the said Isaiah | 


} 


his name and authority in the Federal Constitution, and by | 


securing and protecting the African and American slave 
trade by constitutional guarantees, and slavery in the States 
and Territories. 2. Au acknowledgment of Jesus Christ as 
Prince of the princes of the whole earth. 3. An acknow!l- 
edgment of the law of God as the supreme law of the land. 
4. Such an alteration of the Constitution of the United 
States as shall secure and protect every person in the en- 
joyment of the inalienable rights of life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness. 

Also, the petition of A. G. Hall, administrator, with the 
will annexed, of James Hampson, deceased, praying for 


THE 


IN SENATE. | 
Tvuespay, March 19, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment transmitting from the Comptroller of 
the Treasury statements rendered to that bureau 
of the official emoluments and expenditures of 
the officers of the customs for the year 1843; 
which, on motion of Mr. Huntincron, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PORTER presented two memorials from 
the State of Michigan, praying an appropriation 
by Congress for the construction of acanal around 
the falls of St. Mary’s river; which were referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BREESE submitted documents in relation 
to the claim of Silas Chatfield, a soldier in the 
last war with Great Britain, to a pension; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials 
from citizens of Philadelphia, praying an appro- 


| priation to repair and reconstruct the piers at Port | 


, Penn, in the Delaware river. 


Mr.S. made some 


' remarks showing how highly important it was to 
| the commerce of the city of Philadelphia that 


those piers should be repaired; and the loss which 
had been sustained in consequence of their di- 
lapidated condition. They were ceded to the 


| United States on the express condition that the 
road. The memorialists show the vast extent of country, || 


Federal Government would keep them in repair. 
He expressed the hope that the committee would 
take the subject into their early and earnest con- 


sideration, and report in favor of the prayer of the 


petitioners; they were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memorial, 
numerously signed by inhabitants of the State of 


| Michigan; one from citizens of the State of Ohio, 
| and one from citizens of the Territory of Wis- 


consin, praying for the construction of a canal 
around the falls of St. Mary’s river; they were 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial, 


| signed by James P. Espy, representing that he 
| had invented, and taken out a patent for the in- 


the compensation due said Hampson for distributing money || 
in payment of claims due by the United States, in the con- | 


siruction ofthe Cumberland road, east of Zanesville; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


by Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorials of Asa C, 
Whaley and seventy-two others; of Abner Goodwin and 
sixty others ; of Sands W. Hines and one hundred and 
nineteen others 3 of Albert Law, William D. Littel, Jona- 
tian Hail, Martin Wines, Reuben Bedwell, Williain Os- 
born, Thomas Butler, Joshua Dobbins, Alexander Cleary, 
Tiomas Barker, S. M. Orchard, John Crook, ‘Thomas Me- 
Calla, James Blair, H. F. Garlock, Samuel A. Smith, 
Andrew Custy, F. C. Dunn, West C. Walker, John Good- 
nigit, and Join W. Hynemar, with many otber citizens to 
eich memorial, amounting in all to between six and seven 


iundred citizens of the sixth congressional district of Indi- | 


ana, all praying a grant of land to extend the Wabash and 
Erie canal from ‘Terra Haute to Evansville. 
Also, the petition of Charles Scott and sixty-one others, 
citizens of Knox county, Indiana, praying the same object. 
Also, the petition of Martha A. Davis and two hundred 
aud forty other ladies of Davis county, Indiana, praying 
the same object. 


By Mr. DEAN: The petition of U. A. Peak and one 


hundred and two others, citizens of Medina county, Ohio, 
praying Congress to extend the provisions of the ordinance 


of 1787, regulating the Northwest Territory, over the ter- | 


ritory of Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on 


Territories. 


By Mr. ANDERSON : The petition of Gouverneur Morris 
and others, citizeus of Westchester county, New York, 
asking a thorough and extensive survey of the waters within 
the barbor of New York, with the view of selecting a suit- 
able location for the establishment of a navy -yard. in which 
to construct arsenals, docks, ships, basins of fresh as well 
as salt water, and sufficiently extensive,not only for present 
but for prospective purposes of the Navy of the United 
States, and that a committee of Congress be deputed, 
clothed with ample powers, to examine the subject tully 
and extensively during the next recess, and directed to 
report to the next session of Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of one hundred 
and twenty-three citizens of the counry of Jefferson, New 
York, for @ reduction of postage, and that the franking 
privilege be abolished. 


vention, of what he calls a conical ventilator. 
From the statements produced, it seemed that the 
inventor had succeeded, by greatindustry, in furn- 
ishing pure air in the holds of vessels, and thus 
contributed to the health of the seamen, and the 
prevention of dry-rot in the vessels; it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a petition from 
citizens of Norwich, Connecticut, praying thata 
pension may be granted Nancy Parker, the daugh- 
ter of a deceased revolutionary officer, whose peti- 
tion he presented yesterday; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, made adverse reports in the case of the 


| widow of Robert Fossett, and on the petition of 


Stephen Snow, for apension; which were ordered 


| to lie on the table and be printed. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the same committee, 
to which had been referred the bill from the House 
for the relief of John McGuire, reported the same 


_back with a recommendation by the committee 


that it be indefinitely postponed. ‘The report ac- 


| companying was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the 


| memorial of William A. Bradley and others, cit- 


izens of Washington, upon the subject, reported 
a bill to incorporate the Washington Gas-Light 
Company; which was read, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, with an amendment, 
the bill to increase the pay of certain officers of 


the revenue cutters whilst employed in the Navy | 


| of the United States. 


By Mr. MURPHY : The memorial of Doctors D. 8. Ed- 


wards, John 8S. Wily, John Haslett, and others, surgeons ii 
the United States Navy, for the passage of a law which 
will place surgeons and assistant surgeons of the Navy on 
the same footing correlatively, in point of military rauk, as 
Surgeons and assistant surgeons in the Army of the United 


States; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. BARROW, from the same committee, to 


which had been referred a bill from the House | 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- | 


sissippi and its tributaries, reported the same back 
with a substitute for the whole bill. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back ,without amendment, House 
bill for the relief of John Mullen, George W. 
Allen, and Reuben Allen. 
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|| obtained whilst in command in Florida. 
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| IMPROVEMENTS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. KING remarked that, at his instance, the 
Senate, on the llth of January, passed a resolu- 
tion calling upon the Secretary of War to com- 
municate to the Senate all the information in that 
Department relative to fortifying the keys and 
islands around Cape Florida, and the construc- 
tion of a railroad across the peninsula of Florida, 
so as to have a direct communication between the 
waters of the river Mantanzas, the Mosquito 
lagoon, and Indian river, at the Haulover, in East 
Florida. The Secretary had madea report, which 
had been printed by the order of the Senate, to- 
gether with some maps showing the face of that 

, country. His object in rising was to call the at- 
| tention of the Senate to the report. The prinei- 
_ pal part of the information it contained was from 
| that gallant officer, Colonel Worth, which he 
| The 
particular part to which he desired to call the at- 
| tention of the Senate was that which showed the 
necessity of fortifications for the protection of 
the keys; which, in case we should be unfortu- 
nately involved in war, might be possessed by 
some considerable maritime Power, and prove a 
means of great annoyance to the commerce pass- 
ing through the Gulf. There was also in this 
report a statement, made by a lieutenant of the 
topographical bureau, containing valuable inform- 
ation as to the advantages of the location of 
Key West as a military station and a harbor of 
rendezvous, with a depot of stores, and the im- 
portance of fortifying it. His object in rising was 
simply to have the reportand documents referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with the 
hope of drawing their attention to it at an early 
period, so as to have something done this session, 
The works contemplated were such as would 
subserve the interests of the whole country; anl 
there would be none, after reading the informa- 
tion from the Department, or who were acquainted 
with that country, but would be spam of that 
fact. The appropriayon required for constracting 
the road or canal to connect the waters alluded 
to, so as to supersede the necessity of passing 
around Cape Florida to get into the Atlantic, if the 
plan suggested in the report was adopted—of em- 
ploying the United States troops—would be very 
small indeed. If the troops of the United States 
there were employed in making the work, the 
expense would be very moderate indeed, The 
troops were perfectly willing to be employed in 
that manner. There wasa law against such em- 
ployment, unless they were willing. By giving 
those troops some small additional compengation, 
they would execute the work. He would there- 
fore make a motion to send the whole report to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, inasmuch as 
it was proposed to have the troops thus employed. 
On an examination of the report, if that commit- 
tee should think any portion of it ought to go to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, or other 
committee, they could move to be discharged 
from such portion, with a view to its new refer- 
ence. 
The report was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Numerous House bills were then read twice, 
and appropriately referred. 


PETITION WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the petition of the 
heirs of Charles Frederick Zeigler was ordered to 
be taken from the files, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


NAVAL DEPOT AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. FOSTER made a motion to postpone the 
previous orders of the day, with the view of 
_ taking up the bill for the establishment of a naval 
depot and dock-yard at Memphis, ‘Tennessee, 
but after a few remarks by Messrs. BREESE 
and BAYARD, withdrew the motion until a doc- 
‘| ument on the subject, submitted to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs by Mr. Breese, and ordered 
to be printed on the suggestion of that commit- 
tee, had been laid on the tables of Senators. 


| BILLS INTRODUCED. 


|| Mr. WHITE introduced a bill for the relief of 
| William R. Davis; which was read twice, and 
|| referred to the Committee’ on Claims. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. FULTON, on leave, introduced a bill sup- | 
plementary to the act entitled * An act to settle | 
the title to certain tracts of land in the State of 
Arkansas,’’ approved August, 1842; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration, as 
in Committee of the Whole, of the billto makea 
grant of land to aid in the improvement of [ox 
and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same 
by a canal. 

Mr. ALLEN moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and to insert the fol- | 
lowing: 


That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Territory of 
Wisconsin, three hundred and twenty thousand acres of 
land for purposes of internal improvement; to be selected 
and located in the same manner, and to be subject to the 
same limitations, restrictions, and conditions, as are pre- | 
scribed in the eighth and ninth sections of the act entitled 
“Anact lo appropriate the proceeds of the sales of she pub- 
lic lands, and to grant preémpuon rights,’ approved Sep 
tember 4, lh4l, except that the land hereby granted shail 
not be deducted trom the five hundred thousand acres | 
granted prospectively, by that act, to each new State upon 
lie admission into the Union. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had stated, in the eariy 
part of this discussion, that he did not intend to 
oppose the passage of the bill from any disposi- 
tion of hostility towards the Territory of Wis- | 
consin. He had likewise stated that, in a case 
properly made out, and standing upon sufficient | 
reasons, he would willingly vote a donation of 
the amount of land provided for in this bill; and | 
then, if needed, double the quantity. Asanearn- 
est, or rather as an evidence, of the sincerity of 
this declaration, he submitted to the Senate the | 
amendment which had just been read. The bill | 
before the Senate was originally reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands. It was reported in | 
such form as to compel the gentlemen who re- | 
ported it themselves to move a recommitment to 
that committee for the purpose of amendment. 
It had been returned to the Senate, and amended 
time and again, until he believed there was scarcely 
a single feacure of the original bill now to be found | 
upon its face. As it now stood, it proposed an 
appropriation by the Federal Government for the 
purpose of executing a public work in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin; but thatappropriation, instead 
of being in money, (the usual form of appropria- 
tions,) was an appropriation of a particular fund 
of money, to be derived from the sale of public | 
lands. Now, if this bill should pass, he desired | 
to know—and he called upon those who were 
charged especially with it to answer the question | 
—what would become of this work if it should 
not be completed before the Territory became a 
State? Would it still be the property of the Fed- 
eral Government? If so, would the Federal Gov- 
ernment go on with the execution of the work ? 
or would it become the property of the State? | 
And, if so, where was the provision in the bill 
for this change of ownership? These questions 
had not been answered except by the impertur- 
bable silence of those who proposed the bill, and 
wished to pass it without, he thought, sufficient 
consideration. 

We were told that this bill must be passed in 
its present particular form, because there was not 
time to dispense with its passage until the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin could be consulted; that this 
work must be commenced and executed immedi- 
ately; and, therefore, it would not do to consult 
the Territory on the subject; and that the work 
must be commenced and carried through by the 
agency of the FederalGovernment. Permithim | 
to say to the Senate—and he invited attention to | 
the declaration he was about to make—if this bill | 
should pass, not one single pound of earth would | 
ever be removed under its operation; nota single | 
stroke of the work would ever be done; and that, 
for the obvious reason that it would be impossi- 
ble to sell these lands in the wilderness at §2 50 
an acre, at this time, and especially in time to 
execute the work. He desired to call the atten- | 
tion of the Senate to some very important facts 
connected with this bill, in order to show who 
were to be benefited, and who were to be injured, 
: its passage. And he now declared, in his 

ace—and he charged it as being the inevitable 
effect of the bill, if passed—that it would be to 
benefit speculators alone, and to injure deeply the 
very people it proposed to benefit 





He would || ate. 


| now proceed to make that declaration good. There 
had been maps of this river route made out at the 
Land Office, giving, in the form of colored squares, 
all the lands that had been entered upon these 
rivers. ‘There was at the Land Office a list of 
names of persons by whom these entries had been 


made; and now he would exhibit to the Senate | 
these maps, in order that Senators might see, if | 


they would, what they were about to do. He 
knew that this matter had been so frequently and 
so long betore the Senate, that it was almost im- 
possible to. obtain attention to such a subject. 
‘The Senate had become wearied and fatigued, and 
would probably allow itself to be blindly led into 
a decision by which it was proposed to do the 
deepest injustice to an unoffending people, and to 
inflict an injury which reached every solitary man 
within the Territory of Wisconsin. 


. | 
He should proceed now to show in what the | 
He had just obtained the offi- | 


injury consisted. 
cial map of this country, giving the course of 
these rivers, and here it was: [Here Mr. A. held 


canal connecting the waters Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, and Lake Winnebago. ] 


> . a 1 
But this appropriation of land was rot only to || 


cut a canal a mile and a half long, but likewise 
to the clearing out, and making clear the naviga- 
|tion of both these rivers. By this bill it was 


proposed that the alternate sections of land in the | 
whole of this line, two hundred and forty miles, | 
He would like to know what | 
becomes of the other alternate sections under the | 


should be granted. 


present state of affairs. In the first place, permit 


him to say, that all the lands which had been en- | 
tered upon those rivers, had been entered by land | 


companies, who resided in New York, and other 
eastern States. The lands were entered during 
the inflation of the paper currency—most of them 


by large companies, immediately in the beginning | 
of the settlement; and these companies, when they | 


found the iands would not command even the 
Government price, now proposed by this bill (he 
did not mean that it was the design of the Sena- 
tor who had introduced it, but the design of the 
land jobbers) to do one of two things: either to 
compel the people of Wisconsin to pay $2 50 an 
acre for their lands, or to pay the Government 


$2 50, if they cut this canal to connect Fox and || 


Wisconsin rivers. So that if the bill pass, no 
citizen of Wisconsin could enter one foot of land 


in that whole extent of two hundred and forty | 


miles, without giving twice as much money as he 
could this day get the land for. 


effect of this? When the bill passed, every acre 


of land on the whole route (two hundred and | 
forty miles) would stand by law at the fixed price, || 


$2 50, except the lands of those speculators. The 
consequence was, the speculators alone had it in 
their power to let the people of Wisconsin pur- 


chase these lands by paying two dollars instead | 


of $250 an acre. That was precisely the state 
of the case, ‘The best portion of the lands on this 
route were already entered. How were these 


lands located? and what was'the course of the | 


stream? 


{Here Mr. A. exhibited a map of one town- | 
ship of six miles in extent, which he held in his || 
hand, and called attention to the fact that all the || 


land entered on the line of the canal and river was 
entered by companies, and those in the back por- 
tion were by settlers. ] 

This was a specimen of the condition in which 


the lands were held along the line of the proposed || 


improvement. The Senate would see the course 
of the river, and see that the entries on the course 


of the river were made by the land companies. | 


The portions colored showed the lands entered. 

{Here Mr. A. held up another map of a town- 
ship six miles square, showing that the lands 
were entered on both sides of the river by those 
companies. Also,a map showing numerous other 
entries by those companies, immediately on the 
banks of the river in every instance. } 

The Senate would observe that these entries 
were made, in most cases, on one side of the river, 
and he would explain that directly. There were 
but three reserved townships on the whole line of 


two hundred and forty miles where some of these | 


entries had not been placed. Why was it that 
there were in some places a whole township in 
length where no entries had been made? He 
would explain that to the satisfaction of the Sen- 
He desired that the Senate would look to 


GLOBE. 





up the map, tracing with his finger the line of 


What was the | 









March 19, 
the mattera moment. We were about to mm 
land on a line of about one hundred and Grant 

- . : - : thirt 
| miles of a river to which the Indian title was ., 
|| yet extinguished; to which this Government a 
no title; lands, of course, not surveyed: la : 
which were not subject to entry by the citizes : 
or by anybody else. ¢ That was the case. Pree 
the very point where the canal was to be cyt - 
the western side of Fox river to Green bay, adi : 
tance of about one hundred and thirty miles * 
Indian lands, with theexception of about six a. 
made by the bend of the river. That explained 
why it was that upon these colored maps we found 
so extensive a length upon which no entries were 
made; because the lands were not surveyed: he. 
cause the Indian title was notextinguished. There. 
| fore, the United States had no power at all to Make 
| a grant of that portion for any purpose, compris. 
ing a line of one hundred and thirty miles on the 
western side of Fox river extending to Green bay 
with the exception of about six townships on Lake 
| Winnebago. 

In order to show the Senate that what he had 
stated as being the probable result, if it had not 
|| been before ascertained, he desired to have read 


| 


| 





| a memorial whichehad been addressed to the 
Congress of the United States by the Legislature 
of Wisconsin—and that memorial was a cyrj. 
osity. He found, in a report made by Mr, 
Howarp, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
in the House of Representatives, in 1842, that q 
controversy arose between the canal company 
and the Territory of Wisconsin, and that con- 
troversy had this for its object: On the part of 
the people of Wisconsin, the Congress of the 
United States was asked to annul a grant of land 
made to the Territory before. 

Congress granted to the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin about one hundred and forty or one hundred 
and fifty thousand acres of land; but made the 
grant for the specific object of having the pro- 
ceeds arising from the sale of these lands applied 
to aid the canal company in cutting the canal from 
the interior of the State to Milwaukee, a distance 
| of about forty. miles. 1t was granted on the con- 
dition that the land should not be sold for less 
| than $2 50 an acre, (exactly the condition of this 
| bill,) and was made when there was an inflation 
of currency—when many people were anxious 
to enter land. And what was the result? The 
Territory of Wisconsin undertook to sell this 
land at $2 50; but could not succeed in selling 
more than two thousand acres, and that on credit. 
Thus the result was, out of the whole grant of 
one hundred and forty thousand acres of land, 
they were enabled only to realize $13,000. 

They then undertook to borrow money by 
pledging the land, and succeeded in borrowing 
but $1,000. Finding then that the canal project 
had fallen through, the Territory of Wisconsin 
addressed a memorial to Congress, praying Con- 
gress to adopt one of several things: They 
prayed it, in the first place, to release these pur- 
chasers from their bonds, and let them take the 
|| land at $1 25. They prayed Congress, in ano- 
|| ther place, if it would not do that, to annul this 
grant, and repeal the law by which this one hun- 
dred and forty thousand acres of land was granted 
to the Territory. And what was the ground upon 
| which they based this memorial? They said, 

that, under the grant of land, with the condition 
| requiring $2 50 an acre, it was an injury to the 
Territory. The people couid not enter land, and 
would not pay that price even if the land were 
sold on credit. 

For these reasons it was that the people of 
Wisconsin would be deeply prejudiced by the 
passage of this bill, because it cut all the people 
off from this two hundred and forty miles of water 
course, or compelled them to pay $2 50 an acre 
| for land—just double-the price of land now. But 

the effect would be, that not a single acre of this 
| land would be sold at the Government price— 
$2 50 an acre by the passage of the bill. 
| By another clause, it would be found that the 
_ lands reserved by the Government would be taken 
from the market, and the people would not be 
allowed to purchase them at all; and in addition 
to that, it was a limitation that when they came 
"into market, they would exact $2 50 an acre from 
the citizens forthem. Never did a scheme bestow 
greater benefits on land speculators that would be 
|| conferred by this bill, if passed in the shape in 
‘| which it then stood. 
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- tors had entered nearly fifty thousand 
Speer and on the banks of the river, in a Ter- 
— in which population was advancing, and 


i , 
7 erritory now a wilderness—that river trav- 
th 


ersing ¢ 


he Territory and connecting the waters of | 


.. North and South—Lake Michigan and the | 
WisconsiN river; and speculators had entered fifty 


ougand acres of land on this stream; and after 
re Congress must come in and double the price 
thats the alternate sections reserved for sale. Not 
Pry does it double the price, but takes one half 
= whole amount out of the market altogether; 


‘nus compelling the people, nolens volens, to buy 


if the speculators. There would not a dollar’s | 
e's be sold except what was held by the spec- | 
.jators; because the people could not, and would | 


01, £ . ; 
never would be a dollar received to commence this 
J 


york with. The speculators would sell theirs 
‘yst below the Government price; and thus re- 
cover from the ruin in which they were over- 
whelmed by the revolution of the paper system. 
In his place he stood up and protested against 
the passage of this bill; and he desired that it 
should be marked and sent to the people of Wis- 
consin that he said in his place, upon this floor, 
thet nobody would be benefited by it except the 
speculators; that it would deeply prejudice the 
eople of Wisconsin; that not one acre would 
ever be sold; and that not one stroke of this work 
would everbe done. The whole effect of the bill 
would be to take the Government lands out of the 
market,and compel the peonle to buy of the spec- 
ylators, these Jands throughout the entire course, 
traversing the Territory from the termination of 
Green bay down tothegreat Mississippiriver. If 
the Senate chose, with these facts before them, to 
pass @ bill that, in its title, professed to doa favor 
to the Territory; if, in the absence of any repre- 
sentation on that floorfrom the Territory; if, under 


rive $2 50 an acre for land. So that there | 


these circumstances, the Senate pass this bill, all | 
he had to say was, it would do a deep act of in- | 
justice to the Government of the United States by | 


waking it an instrument of imposture on the peo- 
pleof Wisconsin. The bill professed to do good 
1o that people—it was doing them a vital injury. 
And he desired that Senators now might mark 
what he said, and call him to account next ses- 
sion, and hurl it in his teeth if he falsely proph- 
esied in that; if one dollar’s worth of these lands 
would be sold, or one stroke done towards the 
work. He saw the very memorial to which the 
Senator from New York adverted—not addressed 
tothis body in 1841, nor now; but a memorial, 
addressed to this body many years ago. 
memorial they spoke of a land company having 


commenced cutting this canal of a mile and a | 
The speculators were going to do it | 
They found that | 


quarter. 


themselves several years ago. 
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‘lution: 


| vanced by him. 


In that | 


itwas impossible to construct the canal in that | 
way; and that was the ground upon which the | 
Territory of Wisconsin predicated its memorial, | 
praying that the General Government might un- | 


deriake the construction of this canal; and that || relative or material to the main question. Whether 


was the last that was heard of the company’s | 


operations. 

He now proposed making an open, an honest 
cession of this land to the people of Wisconsin; 
andif they chose to let it fall through, it would 
be their fault, and not ours. 

He proposed, in the amendment which he had 


submitted to the Senate, to place this cession of | 
land precisely upon the foundation of the cession | 


made by the distribution act. Charity towards 
the Territory of Wisconsin ought to induce the 
Senate to adopt this course. 


OREGON QUESTION. 


On the motion of Mr. SEMPLE, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following reso- 


| 


Resolved, That the President of the United States. be re- 
quested to give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States to annul 
and abrogate the provisions of the third article of the con 
vention concluded between the Government of the United 
States of America and his Britannic Majesty the King of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Treland, on the 
20th of October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the con 
vention between the same parties, signed at London the 6th 


‘August, 1827. 


Mr. CHOATE expressed his obligations to the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
3UCHANAN,] who had kindly postponed his re- 
marks to enable him to preceed. It was not his 


|| purpose to enter into the discussion, having been 


allowed, a few days back, a full opportunity of 
stating his views to the Senate on the subject 


| under consideration; all he proposed to do was, 


to offer a few explanations, and to add a few il- 
lustrations in support of his views as then ex- 
pressed. Heconsidered it necessary, in selt-just- 
ification, to do so; and he acknowledged his great 
anxiety to be allowed, in as brief a manner as 
possible, to define, and (if the expression was not 
too magniloquent) to sustain the theory then ad- 
In reviewing the sentiments de- 
livered by him on that day, it would be allowed 
that he did not advocate a determination on the 
part of the Senate never to give the notice required 
by the motion of the Senator from Illinois; all he 
said was, that it should not be given at the mo- 
ment; and he said so from aconviction that there 
was no immediate necessity for it; but he did not 
say that it never should be given; for who among 
them—the wisest or the best—could say what 
would or might occur within the next six months 
to render the giving of that notice absolutely im- 
perative? He certainly did say that, in the course 
of events, it might never become necessary to 
give that notice; but that was not calling on the 
Senate to say that it never should be given. All 
that he asked was to let it rest for the present, 
and, keeping in the interim a keen look-out on 


| the movements of England in regard to Oregon, 
| to let that country continue to fill up, as it was 


doing, with the arms and hearts of America. 
The only position he and those he acted with 
contended for, was not to give the notice to-day. 
They did not, in doing so, say it was never to be 
given. So far, then, the only question at issue 
was, give the notice to-day, or not to-day. Sen- 
ators on the other side say give itat once. We 


| say delay until we are convinced by the failure 


of negotiation that there exists a necessity for it. 
This is the entire question for the Senate to de- 
cide. 

It was apparent that the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and himself had, in their speeches, en- 
tered into many matters wholly irrelative and 
immaterial; or, if that was too strong, not very 


the honorable Senator was right in settling the 
character of the parties interested, or whether he 
was right or wrong in calculating on the fruits to 


| be gathered from the sanguine, restless, and en- 
| terprising disposition of his countrymen, whose 


energies, not to be subdued as the waves on the 
beach by the retiring tide, led them over the Rocky 


| Mountains, and would lead them to the borders 


of the Pacific. Whether the Senator was right 
in supposing that, in regard to Oregon, the British 


| Government had adopted a new policy, and that 


The memorial referred to by Mr. ALLEN was || 


then read. 

_Mr. SEMPLE remarked that the morning 
hour had expired, and moved to lay the bill on 
the table, with the view of proceeding in the dis- 
cussion of the Oregon question. 


COLT’S SUB-MARINE BATTERY. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN desired, before proceed- 


ing to that mater, to submit a resolution; which 
he did; and it was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Navy 


*y and he is hereby, requested to furnish Samuel Colt with 
‘uch facilities and assistance, as boats, anchors, men, &c., 
authorized by the joint resolution of Congress, approved 
August 31, 1842, as may be required to enable him to com- 
plete his proposed sub-marine experiments for testing 
Colt’s sub-marine battery. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


} 


' 


_ tion already commenced. 


the Hudson’s Bay Company had found out, and 
turned their capital and attention to new trade— 
that of agriculture—were not matters materially 
bearing on the present question. 

He stood on this day where he stood on the 
first day that he addressed the Senate on this sub- 
ject. He stood against giving the notice as called 
for by the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Illinois; and he stood so for one single reason: 
that, by giving it, there may be a possibility of its 
being productive of no good; but on the contrary, 
that it would be more likely to produce evil, as 
throwing an impediment in the way of negotia- 
We have maigtained 
a convention for six and twenty years, which, 
until this session of Congress, has not been made 
a matter of discussion or complaint; and, 2 sud- 

denly breaking it, there may be a possibility of 
‘doing harm. He would say for that single rea- 
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son alone he advocated a delay of the notice; and 
if, since he last addressed the Senate, any action 
had occurred through the mysterious providence 
of God which would increase the chances, or give 
greater room to hope for a settlement of this 
question by negotiation, he would impress on the 
Senate the necessity of acting with due delibera- 
tion, and of doing nothing in haste or rashnesa. 
Phe Senator from Pennsylvania summed up 
his (Mr. C.’s) argument as neither’more or less 
than that,as the United States had slept on their 
rights for a period of twenty-six years, they 
therefore required ** a little more sleep, a little 
more slumber,a little more folding of the hands;”’ 
but he bergedto assure the honorable gentleman 
that he made no such assertion. He, however, 
believed that it was wrong to complain of any 
refutation of argument offered by the gentlemen 
opposite, as they took care not to say what the 


| argument was which they attempted to refute— 


thus leaving to themselves an unlimited bound- 
ary, that almost defied contradiction. It was teld 


| to the honor of one of the greatest orators that 


ever occupied a seat in the English House of 
Commons, and to the honor of one of the great- 
est lawyers that ever adorned the profession in 
the United States, that they had the power of 
stating the arguments of their opponents, and 
placing them in a stronger light than they could 
be placed by the most talented of their support- 
ers; and then of turning round, and so completely 
demolishing those arguments as not to leave a 
shadow to rest on. Such power he was far from 
possessing; but he thought it not difficult to ad- 
vance all the arguments given on the other side, 
and then completely upset them on the principles 
of common reagon. The honorable Senator says 
that we slept on our rights, as regarded the Ore- 
gon question, for the last twenty-six years. If, 
in saying so, he only gave indulgence to a free 
phraseology, and merely meant that some three 
quarters of an hour may have elapsed within that 
twenty-six vears without the question being 
pressed on the attention of either Government, 
he would, perhaps, be right; but, in any other 
view, he was decidedly wrong, and must alto- 
gether have forgotten the uniformity and consist- 
ency which, for twenty-six years, under every 
Administration, and in every aspect of affairs, our 
Oregon policy, as connected with this conven- 
tion, was carefully guarded and attended to., 
Mr. C. here read an extract from a speech, as 
reported in the Congressional Globe, delivered by 
| him twelve months ago, and expressed his sur- 
prise that the Senator from Pennsylvania, know- 
ing his sentiments then, could have fallen into the 
error relative to them which he had done. The 
| only difference which existed between this day 
| and that was, that now all the other differences 
| between the nations having been disposed of, this 
| Oregon question must be made, as a matter of 
necessity, a cause of dispute. In reply to the as- 
sumption of Mr. Bucnanan that, in the treaty of 
| 1842, there was an offer made to cede to Great 
Jritain from 492 north latitude, he would give, as 
| far as he was concerned, a history of the trans- 
action, and show that the honorable gentleman, 
in such assumption, was wholly in ersor. The 
honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Benron] 
—who, to the sincere gratification of every Sen- 
ator, was, onthat morning, enabled to resume his 
seat—had made a speech, the drift of which was, 
that Great Britain had no title to what he feared 
it was proposed to give her, south of 499; and 
having gone on to denounce the parties engaged 
| in the negotiation, he (Mr. C.) intending to speak 
| on the subject, and wishing for authentic inform- 
ation, addressed a letter to the Secretary of State 
merely requiring to know whether such a propo- 
sition had been made fo the minister represent- 
ing Great Britain. This letter was brief, and in 
| writing it, he dreamed not of seeking any inform- 
| ation more |than a direct reply to his question. 
| The answer was as laconic as the letter itself; 
| merely, but distinctly stating, not only that such 
| proposition was never made, but never meditated. 
He therefore thought it his duty to assure the 
| honorable Senator that, if there was veracity in 
| man, there was no foundation for his belief that 
‘| any such offer had been made. Hastening from 
_ that digression, and pledging himself never to offer 
| another word relative to the treaty of 1842, he came 
|| back to the original question. He repeated that 
|| the convention which the proposed notice would 
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break up was maintained by every successive Ad- | But in 1829 the scene was wholly changed, and Legislature of Pennsylvania; which was hidu,.. 
ministration since its completion, twenty-six years || the Hudson’s Bay company obtained a control- || the table, and ordered to be printed. “pon 
back. It was made in 1818 and renewed in 1827. || ling influence over the Indians, trappers, and ! Mr. PATTERSON presented & copy of an 

In the interim, no complaint was heard against it. || hunters; since which, not a human being, an || swer of the War Department to a aa. 
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r : 
| the House, (the original having esolution 


In 1829, under the administration of General | American citizen, had suffered injury. The com- 
Jackson—a hero whose brow bore such a laurel || pany had not for fifteen years, by force, fraud, 


Yew © 


been lost 
|| moved its reference ‘to the Committee on) ms 


of glory as seldom adorned the forehead of an | or inhospitality, interposed the slightest obstacle | merce, and that it be printed. Con. 
American citizen—the letter of Clark and Cass | to our emigrants occupying whatever portions of Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to its reee ti z 
was addressed to the Senator from Missouri, land they chose to select. He would not object to the gentleman offene 
{Mr. Benron,] asserting, for the first time, the a 
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murder of five hundred of our fellow-citizens, at 
the head of the Mississippi or Missouri. Yet, 
even then, in 1829, propitious as the time was, 
no man, in either branch of Congress, was found 
to hold his finger up, or offer the, shadow of a 
threat against England or her subjects, as the 


murderers are now supposed to be. In 1838, the | 


charter of the Hudson’s Bay Company was re- 


newed, with a reservation on the part of the | 


Briush Government, empowering them, at any 
time within twenty years, to colonize the Oregon, 
shpuld they deem fit; and still no man was found 
to stand up and declare they had not power to do 
so. In the years 1839 and 1840, reports were re- 
ceived from the Indian department stating the 
very important fact of presents being made by 
the British Government to the Indians under our 
jurisdiction; yet no man stood forth to complain 
against England for so doing. No man, under 
any of those circumstances, raised a finger, or 
offered the shadow of a threat of even breaking 
the convention, by giving the notice the Senate 
was now called on to give; but now, at the mo- 
ment when a negouation is pending to break that 


convention, and set the question at rest forever, | 
matters of controversy not dreamed of before | 


are now dragged forth. The horforable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, as he understood him, was 


not averse to proceeding by negotiation, but he | 
stated that giving notice would not impede nego- | 


tiation, but, on the contrary, accelerate it. 


Mr. C. proceeded at great length to reply to the | 


arguments advanced by Mr. Bucnanan, but ow- 


ing to the sudden indisposition of the reporter | 


who had charge of the greater part of his speech, 
we are unable to give even an outline of his re- 
marks in our present number. 

Mr. C. read a passage from the petition of the 
Hudson’s Bay Company to the British Govern- 
ment, asking for a renewal of their charter, to 
show that they had not the slightest view of form- 


ing agricultural colonization; their whole avowed | 


object, in relation to land, being to allow their 
retired servants to take up and cultivate patches 
of soil, each on his own account, and at his own 
risk. Mr. C. also read from the British Foreign 
Quarterly Review of January, 1844, passages to 
show that the Hudson’s Bay Company were 
averse to their servants extending their cultivation 
of the soil. These retired servants were, day 
after day, dropping off from their fealty to the 
British, and becoming sincerely desirous of set- 
tling down as citizens under the government and 
protection of the United States. He also referred 
to the report of Dr. White, in the documents ec- 
companying the President’s message; and again 
to the Colonial Magazine of Augustlast, to show 
that the lands south of the Columbia were await- 
ing the sofe occupancy of American citizens. 


In relation to the assertions made on the other | 


side, that five hundred of our citizens had been 
murdered through the instrumentality of the 


Hudson’s Bay Company, he asserted positively | 


that there was not a particle of evidence, worthy 
of the least credit, that the Hudson’s Bay Com- 
pany had any agency whatever in the death of 


our citizens; while there was abundance of testi- | 


mony furnished by every missionary west of the 
Rocky Mountains, that, so far from the company 
or its servants interposing Opposiuon to our col- 
onization, they had exhibited the utmost friend - 
ship, and offered every facility in their power to 
our citizens for becoming settlers. The five hun- 
dred persons alleged to have been killed in the 
territory, lost their lives fifteen years ago, under 
peculiar circumstances, which he adverted to, 
chiefly in consequence of the fueds between two 
British rival fur companies. These companies 
fought battles against each other; and, of course, 
neither of them had the slightest control, moral 
or otherwise, over the Indians and half-breeds; 


the consequence of which was, that the savages | 
did, probably, murder such American citizens as | 


they could meet with. 


In conclusion, he said it was beyond a shadow 
of doubt, that, if the present convention were 
permitted to remain undisturbed, the country 
must, within a very few years, become ours, 
quietly, peaceably, and without offense to Eng- 
land. The Hudson’s Bay company, being a hunt- 
ing company, will go out with the retiring game. 
He recommended a vigilant eye to be kept on 
Oregon for new developments calling for inter- 
ference, to keep negotiation afloat, till the ques- 
tion was settled; and, in the mean time, to go on 
filling the territory with our emigrants. This 
policy must, in the end, be successful. He re- 
ferred again to the British and Foreign Quarterly 
Review for an opinion that England was willing 
to yield up the agricultural occupation of the ter- 
ritory to the United States, for a temporary right 
to the use of the harbors and rivers of Oregon. 


He could not, even in this proposition, see any- | 


thing to be startled at. These were subjects of 
negotiation, like that of the navigation of the St. 
John, in the treaty of Washington. If, in five 
or ten years, it should come to pass that the Isth- 
mus of Panama should be cut Ge a canal, it was 
probable that an additional value would be given 
to the western coast, harbors, and rivers of this 
continent, 
tors was, in their place in Congress, to contem- 
plate things as they were, and to act upon them 
with discretion. 
hatred and enmity in which England and the Brit- 
ish Government were habitually spoken of in de- 
bate; while, at the same time, he applauded the 
swelling sentiments of patriotism which pervaded 
the community, and instigated this jealousy. 


against England that he denounced. Should 
America—the young, the free, the joyous—(he 
asked) looking forward to such a future as the 
world never saw, be permitted to corrode her own 


| heart, by adverting to wrongs and injuries long 


since settled ? He believed this notion of habitual 
hatred to England belonged to a past age. His 
young cotemporaries did not know whatit meant. 
They had no hatred; they had no memory for 


| wrongs for which brave men had made the last 


expiation to the brave. 


Mr. BUCHANAN having next obtained the 


floor, remarked that he had yielded it to the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts this morning, to make, 
as he had informed him, an explanation. He had 
no complaint whatever to make. 
had, however, made a speech, and certainly a very 
studied speech; and it was altogether, or very 
nearly, in reply to himself. He had had the honor 
of being replied to by four gentlemen; and he was 
sure, after all this, the Senate of the United States 
would permit him to pay his respects to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. He was. entirely un- 


| conscious that ever he was guilty of perpetrating | 
a line of poetry, until accused of it by the Sen- | 
But if ever he was | 


ator from Massachusetts. 
guilty of any such thing, he now yielded the 
palm to the Senator; for his poetry had surpassed 
anything in that way that he had even ever im- 
agined. He would move the Senate to adjourn, 
as it was entirely too late for him to make the 
few remarks he intended to offer to the Senate on 
this occasion. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 19, 1844. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 
corrections were suggested by Messrs. WEL- 
LER, VANCE, and McILVAINE; which cor- 
rections were accordingly made by the Clerk, and 
the Journal was then approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business 
to be the resolution in relation to the Rhode Isl- 
and memorial. By general consent, however, 
certain resolutions of the Legislature of Louisi- 
ana were received, read, and laid uppn the table. 

Mr. BIDLACK presented a resolution of the 


In the mean time, the duty of Sena- | 


He denounced the terms of | 


It | 
was the hereditary enmity and hatred fomented . 


The Senator | 


resolution applying to the Department to fury 

the House with a copy; but he did object me 
member going informally, and procuring pa : 
and producing them in the House, ~ 


The paper was not received. 


THE RHODE ISLAND MEMORIAL. 


| Mr. MeCLERNAND being entitled to th, 
floor, addressed the House up to the expiration, 
of the morning hour. He would not have bee, 
desirous of addressing the House upon the gy. 
| ject under consideration, but for the fact that he 
had been instrumental in presenting to the Houg 
the resolution upon which the debate had arise, 
The honorable gentleman from Tennessee was 
one of those who objected to the adoption of the 
resolution; and he confessed he was somewhat 
surprised at the objection of that gentleman, in. 
asmuch as the object of the resolution wag to 
economize time and money. He had taken some 
pains to ascertain what had been the usage of the 
House in regard to such matters; and he found 
it had been the practice, on all occasions, to ay. 
thorize committees engaged with the investiga. 
tion of particular subjects, to send for persons and 
papers. [Mr. McC. referred to the Journals of 
past sessions in a of his position.) Nay, 
|, they had the authority of the gentleman from 
Tennessee himself to the same effect; and he 
therefore confidently trusted that the gentleman 
|, would withdraw his objection. The committee 
asked nothing which was not usual and custom- 
ary, and he hoped that this case would not be 
made an exception to the general rule. It had 
been also objected by the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Cavsin,] and by the gentlemen from 
Rhode Island, [Messrs. Cranston and Portes) 
| who had spoken against the resolution, that this 
| House had no jurisdiction over the subject con- 
templated by the resolution. He took issue with 
| the gentleman on this point. He insisted that 
|| the House had jurisdiction over the subject-mat- 
ter of the memorial. But what was it that the 
memorial exhibited upon its face? It exhibited 
'| certaincharges. .[Mr. McC. read a portion of the 
| memorial.} He insisted that it was the bounden 
| duty of the House to inquire whether the Pres- 
|| ident had transcended his authority in interfering 
| with the private concerns of a State. Whence 
| (heasked) did he derive his authority to interfere? 
There was no source to which he could refer 
|| them, whence authority could be derived for the 
} exercise of such an enormous gar it was not 
i] 
1} 


i 


only contrary to the genius of our institutions, 
but it was aiming a fatal blow at the existence 
of those institutions. He believed that it was 
competent for the people, in their primary capa- 
city, to establish whatever form of government 
they pleased; and it was not in the power of the 
President of the United States to put down such 
form of government; because, if such authority 
were vested in him, the people of this country 
would be in a condition little better than that of 
slaves. It was proper, he thought, therefore, that 
| the inquiry should be made whether the President 
had interfered (as charged in the memorial) in 
|| the private affairs of a State. He did not wish 
| to be understood as stating that he had done 80, 
because he was not apprised of the particular 
facts of the case; and it was for this reason that 
he wished the committee to be empowered 0 





| 
send for persons and papers. 
| It had been said by the gentleman from Rhode 


Island who had preceded him in the debate, that 
| it was competent for the President to interpose 
|| put down insurrection. As he was made com- 
| mander-in-chief of the Army and Navy, it was 
| therefore competent for him to interpose the Ex- 
|| ecutive arm. The gentleman insisted that there 
| was a revolution justly calling for the interpost 
|| tion of the Executive power. — e 
| He was not prepared to admit that the Presi- 
| dent was authorized by the Constitution to inter 
|| fere with the private affairs of a State of his own 
| mere motion, even in a case which may be con- 
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